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To the AUTHORS of the 


Critical and Monthly Reviews. 


| GENTLEMEN, 


HIS epiſtle is addreſſed to you all, becauſe I 
take you all to be originally of the fame fa- 
mily, though you are not of the ſame fraternity. 
You are not to look for elegance and correctneſs in 
theſe ſheets, but you may depend upon freedom 
and frutb. You will grant that, whoever T am, 
I have as good a right to fland by a man in the 
dark, as you have to knock his brains out —They | * 
_ « who read your reſpective ſtrictures upon the works 1 
of the Rev. Mr. Hawkins, publiſhed not long 4 
ſince in three volumes oftavo, without peruſing 
thoſe volumes, (which may be the caſe of many) 
will, IJ am inclined to think, entertain a much 
worle opinion of him, as an thor; than he de- 
ſerves.—1 conſider him here, you are to know, 
- only as an author ; I have no regard for him but as 
1 am a lover of fair-dealing and ann and 
$2.21 gs = | much 
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much lels am I byaſſed by affection towards any 


party, or perſuaſion. Was I diſpoſed to bedeck 
this author with praz/e, as much as you bedawh him 
with <##ſure, I mould be able, I doubt not, by ge- 
neral panegyrics, and random encomiums, to lift 
him as high, as you would fink him /ow, in the 
lift of tha fame for which he has long been a can- 
didate declared. But I am only deſirous he ſhould 
have a fair hearings which, I will prove, you have 


not given him. For this purpoſe I intend to take 


a ſufficient though bort review of bis works, and 


pour remarks upon them. By this means the can- 


did and judicious reader will be able to form a 


proper judgment of Mr. Hawkins's rant merits, 
and | juſt pretenſions to reputation, as a writer, af- 


tt» he is reſeued from your ſometimes no- critical, 


and ſometimes byper-critical animadverſions. 


To the judicious part of Mr. Hawkins's readers in- 
deed, who muſt diſcover at firſt ſight your paltry 
uſage of him, I may ſeem to have undertaken an 
- . unneceſſary piece of work: But, Gentlemen, other 
readers may be impoſed upon by your formal pro- 
cedure, and effefation of impartiality. Beſides, 
I do nat take up my pen purely upon our author's 
account, but in behalf alſo of numbers, who have 
Iten, are, or may be, under your clutches, For if 
it ſhould be plain, even to demonſtration, that your 
A eriticiims upon theſe uy are rely defec- 
tive in point both of candor, and jullgment, the 
conſequence will be that there can be no dependence 

: pn: * n or opinions concerning any 


writer 


8 
5 


writer whatſoever. So that we muſt be as cautious 
in commending when you approve, as in cenſuring 
when you condemn: You will be found to be 
uſurpers of the title and office of Cx1Tres, and muſt 
be deemed, if not unfit wholly for this province 
through nfulficiency, at leaft abſolutely unqualified 
by prejudice, partiality, or ill-nature. - - 
Gentlemen, do not wilfully miſunderſtand me.— 
I charge you not with always pronouncing ſentence 
injudicioufly, or partially, or through caprice. 
You have many times done juſtice to merit, and 
properly chaſtifed folly ; but you do not do either 
ſo invariably, and indi ſeriminately, as to render 
your reſpective Reviews the criterion of found and 
polite literature. This is what I charge you 
with before the public — your judges, and mine: 
And it is a charge which I hereby defy you to clear 
yourſelves of. Admitting, Gentlemen, Mr. H. 
to have his blemiſhes and his faults, like all other 
authors, (which I readily do) you muſt remember 
that ten faults in a writer are more pardonable than 
one in profe ft public judges ;—that from them every 
literary accompliſhment will be expected; — and 
that every thing unbecoming the character of a 
critic that is diſcoverable in bem, may triumpbantiy | 

be objected to them even by the moſt contemptible 
author; — and much more by one whom yourſelves 
allow to make ſome figure in the republic of letters. 
And now lay your hands upon your hearts, and 
aſk yourſelves whether there be not among you many 
Tnaccuracies, indecencies, omiſſions, _ and fal- 
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ities to be accounted for upon the preſent occaſion? , 
If you cannot ſee. them yourſelves, tis proper, at 
leaſt, they ſhould be ſhewn to the world: And . 
therefore, without farther ceremony, I proceed to the 
Review of Mr. H's Miſcellanies. The firſt volume 
conſiſts of TraFs in Divinity; and the firſt of theſe 
z entitled, A Rational Enquiry into the ſpeculative. 
and practical Principles of the Chriſtian Religion. 
- But before we come-to particulars, we will ad- 
| vertile the reader in this place of one general omiſ- 
ſion. in theſe criticiſms, by which all Mr. H's pro- 
ductions in the preſent publication are equally done 
injuſtice. to. How comes it about, Gentlemen, 
that neither Review drops the leaſt expreſſion, 
which might help us to form an idea of Mr. H's 
Flile ?. Will your - declaration, Gentlemen of the 
Monthly Review, that our author is a . tolerable 
< writer,” be of any ſervice in this reſpe& ? Does 
it appear by his that his Pile is tolerably florid, 
chaſte, compact, flowing, elegant, nervous, —or what? 
And if it does not, is this a tolerable criticiſm ?— 
Or do you, Gentlemen. of the Critical Review, en- 
able us to form a truer notion of the matter, when 
you aſſure us, that Mr. H. was not born a poet, 
N or that imitation has ſpoiled him? I am apt to 
think, my dear Sirs, the candid and judicious reader 
will acknowledge our author's ſtile, whether Latin 
or Engliſb, in verſe or in proſe, to be pure, eaſy, 
Fluent, manly, and elegant. It is ſometimes perhaps 
too voluble and diffu/rve, but, I think, ſeldom ſo as 
to A ee and unintelligible. In ſhort, I pre- 


ſume, 
pe 
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ſume, in this reſpe&, Mr. H's Miſcellanies are fit to 
lie upon the fame ſhelf with the works of the moſt . 

celebrated modern writers either in our own, or the 

| Latin tongue, —lIt will be but juſtice to our author 
to add, that he ſufficiently ſuſtains the compound.  * 
8 both of a verſe and proſe- writer; the 
merits of each are as giſtinct as may be; nor does 
the one ſeem to be a whit the worſe for the other. 

And now, Gentlemen, you are all chargeable 
upon this article with a gro/s overſight, or a wilful 
omiſſion if the former be the caſe, where are your 
pretences to critical abilities? If the latter, what is 
become of your impartiality and candor ? This 
circumſtance is a very ſtrong preſumptive proof of 
your perſonal diſlike, or diſguſt, and of your un- 

, willingneſs to praiſe where you could not blame. 
I might urge this Angle circumſtance as gaining my 
point, and demonſtrating the inequality gf your 
beads, or your hearts, to the important character 
you have afſumed :—But it is Time ample j uſtice 
were done to all parties concerned, and the pitiful- 
neſs of your principles and proceedings fully expoſed 
to the view and contempt of the world. For this, 
notwithſtanding the many complaints that have been 
juſtly laid againſt you, has not, to my knowledge, 
been yet thoroughly and effefually done. 

Let us therefore turn now to Mr. H's Rational 
Enquiry, &c. in which he undertakes the three fol- 
lowing things“ firſt, to make a rational en- 
quiry into the moſt fundamental articles of our 
* religion gen a ſcriptural foundation—ſecondly, 
-# 4 | IK 0 


re., Oc. 
eto take a view of Chriſtianity as a practical ſyſ- 
© tem, with an eye eſpecially to ſuch doctrines as 
«© have moſt perplexed the underſtandings of men, 
«© or diſturbed their conſciences—thirdly, to ex- 
amine other religious matters relative to church 
„ polity, and eccleſiaſtical government.” 

© Now, Gentlemen, was I inclined to be ſevere and 
hypercritical like yourſelves, I might obſerve there 
is a ſort of impropriety in this diviſion of the work, 
if we have a retroſpect to the title-page, which 
promi ſes leſ than the treatiſe undertakes to perform. 
For what have conſtitutions, eſtabliſhments, rites, 
and ceremonies, &c. to do with the ſpeculative and 
practical principles of religion, which equally con- 
cern all Chriſtians? Perhaps, if this chapter had 
been rather a ſupplemeni to the tract, than a part 
of it, it had been as well. This however is not 
material to the merits of the treatiſe itſelf, or of 
this third and laſt chapter; and fo I paſs on to 
things of more conſequence. 

The deſign of this tract is gradually to lead us 
on from natural religion to revealed; and to eſta- 
bliſh our aſſent to the truths of þo0zb, upon their 
proper principles. In the firſt ſections the author 
endeavours to evince, by rational arguments, the 

firſt great truths of all religion; viz. the exiſtence, 
and attributes of god; and the immateriality, and 
immortality of the ſoul. Theſe arguments, tho' 
few of them are new, are yet ſet in ſuch a new and 
cleat light, at leaſt the greater part of them, as 
ho be, upon the whole, for what appears to the 

contrary 


\ 


contrary even from your own ee ahagether 
convincing and irreliſtible. In the third ſection 
our author attacks, as you obſerve in general an, 
Arians, and Socinians, (and may I not add, Ne- 
viewers too ?) in a ſtrong, clear, and unperplexed 
defence of the doctrine of the Bleſſed Trinity. And 
he has, I know, given much ſatisfaction to many 
perſons, by his manner of handling this funda- 
mental doctrine, wherein all he advances is built 
upon the immoveable baſis of Scripture.—In the 
ſecond chapter, Mr. H. takes a view, as he pro- 
poſed, of Chriſtianity, as a practical ſyſtem. Ac- 
cordingly, the ſeveral ſections of which it is com- 
poſed contain an examination of the moſt material 

points, which have ever been the ſubject of practi- 
cal controverſy among Chriſtians. He detends 
Religion as a practical ſyſtem, firſt againſt the 
pretended objections of philoſophical, and then 
againſt thoſe of . ſenſual libertines, and clears it 
from the charge either of imperfection, or of 
undue rigour and ' ſeverity. He takes occa- 
ſion, in a few pages, effectually to aſcertain 
the nature of faith and good works, pointing 
out the efficacy of each, and their conſiſtency 
with one another, He emamines critically certain 
modern notions concerning the reſurrefion. gf the 
body, and the intermediate ſtate, and eſtabliſhes, [ 
conceive, a ſure and ſafe hypotheſis with regard 
to a future ſtate of rewards and puniſhments... He 
proves both the reality, and the univerſality of the 
tg ſuggeſtions of the ſpirit of grace, and 
after 


r REVIEW, &c. 
after a fair examination of all arguments, and uit 
ally alledged authorities from ſcripture, very ſor- 

cibly, I think, concludes againſt the doctrine of 
abſolute predeſtination. — Indeed he has ſolidly 
and convincingly diſcuſſed all theſe important ſub- 
jects, for what you, Gentlemen, have proved, or 


even aſſerted to the contrary. The' next chapter 
| endeavours to reconcile all Chriſtians to the diſci- 
3 pline as well as doctrine of the Church of England, 
i containing a vindication of her polity, and exter- 
nal conſtitution, - &c. both againſt- the Separatiſts, 
and the members of the Church of Rome. And, 
in my judgment, ' theſe few ſheets contain ſome of 
the moſt ſubſtantial of the arguments, which have 
been repeatedly urged, with reſpect to both, not 
I without an additional force and energy in ſome 
| | - meaſure peculiar to themſelves. —T ſhall ſay no more 

| 


than that our author's zeal upon this occaſion, as 
a member and miniſter of the eſtabliſhed church, 
| does not overwhelm his charity, or à falſo charity 
l | extinguiſh his zeal.—And this chapter, Gentlemen, | 
= likewiſe has the honour of your zacit approbation. 
1 It ought to be obſerved here, that, by a me- 
thod, I think, ſomewhat particular, but judici- 
ll ous enough, Mr. H. has annexed to the ſeveral 
ſections of this work, certain ſupplements, or a 
ſort of corollaries, in which he takes an oppor- 
| tunity of touching many ſubjects of conſequence, 
if as reſulting from the points he had been enlarging 
upon, in the body of this performance. Thus not 
_ only the nature of faith and good works, as we 
have 
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have altea obſerved, is equally aſcertained; 
but the doArine of tranſubſt antiation, of image- 

worſhip, &c. Kc. i is Sccaſionall tho . treated 
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wy among Chitin ee are Malen ＋ 
and, moſt of then, ſufficiently determined in the 
courſe of this tract; which was What che author 
; undertook, a his firſt ſetting out, to do. 

Now, Gentlemed, conſidering your total flence 
upon all theſe articles, one would be apt to ima- 
gine you have nothing material to alledge againſt 
this tract.— And yet you baſely attempt to pre- 
judice your readers againſt this performance and 
It's author, by falſe, unfair, and caprious criticiſms 
and affertions—And many of them are inaccu- 
rate into the bargain. — You, Gentlemen 
the Critical Review, very roundly declare that, 
though this perfortnance be not without merit, 
«© yet our author might certainly have done more, 
* of at leaſt better, had he attempted to do Jes. 
« In a ſmall tract like this, (you fay ) it was 

<< impoſſible to exhauſt the whole lubje&- of di- 

e yinity, as he has endeayoured to do: it was 

impoifible, in ſo ſhott a compaſs, to filence the 
AAtheiſt, the Deiſt of every denomination, the 

* Ariah, the Roman Catholic, and all the various 

1 ſects and opinions among ourſelves, which ei · 

tber idleneſs or ignorance has j roduced ; z it was 
te a vain attempt, we ſay, to confine, in his ſcanty 
by Pages opinions that have already exhauſted 

C e tomes 
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* tomes of undecided controverſy. ” And yet (a 
few general remarks of a curious nature, which 1 


ſhall come to preſently, excepted) you- have not 
Produced a ſingle inſtance, in which in any one of 
all theſe attempts he has in any one reſpect failed! 
1 ſuppoſe you would inſinuate to your readers, that 
his undertaking has not ſucceeded, purely becauſe 
it is a, great one; that where much is attempted 
to be diſcuſſed, nothing can poſſibly be proved; 
and that becauſe whole volumes of the fr magni- 
tude have been written almoſt in vain upon the 


| ſubject, or ſubjects of the Rational Enquiry, there- 


fore Mr. H's arguments are inconcluſive, his tenets 


| ridiculous, and his deſign i improper and unſeaſon- 
able. Mr. H. acquaints us that he was firſt led 


© into this undertaking by a bearty wiſh to ſee 
© unity and peace eftabliſhed in the Chriſtian world; 
$* and a notion that nothing at leaft could be more 

4 J;kely to contribute to this good end, than an ex- 
« amination of the main points of difference both 
among Chriſtians, and between Chriſtians and 

'& modern Unbelievers, upon principles of plain 


c reaſoning and common ſenſe; — that however he 
4 does not pretend to obviate every cavil, or ſa- 


* tisfy every ſcruple that may be brought from 
Lee different quarters; but ſhall content himſelf with 


*<-offering ſome general and occaſional conſidera - 
tions, with an bearty de/ire, and bumble attempt 


*«©tg reconcile infidels to Chriſtianity, and Chriſtians 


dee of all denominations to the doctrine and diſcipline 


P — Sof the Church * .. leaſt with a ftrong 


Hope 
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pages before. Every enquiry, ſays he, into the 
« grounds and reaſons of religion 1 is laudable in it» 


« ſelf; and accordingly, if in the proſecution of 
« the preſent, in which 1 ſhall endeavour to make 


« uſe of ſuch arguments as are drawn from the 


* principles of common reaſoning, and allowed to 

« be of weight in temporal and ordinary queſtions, 
“I may chance to contribute to the removal of 
« axy ſcruples, or the ſolution of amy difficulties, . 
„ by throwing new and additional light, upon 
e points already handled with great learning and 


« judgment, by much abler hands than mine, I 


* ſhall think the labour happily beſtowed, and 
L entirely unneeding any farther apology. p. 35. 
And ſure this is an apology which ſhould have $ 


precluded your juft cited obſervations. If Mr. H. 


has judiciouſly handled, though not exhauſted. all. 
the principal ſubjects in divinity, is it not ſufficient. 
to his reputation as a writer, and to his conſcience 
as a clergyman ? — Is he anſwerable for the incorri- 
gible perverſeneſs and obſtinacy of bigots of any 
denomination, who will not be ſilenced ? — I have 


heard of an argument ad hominem, but tbeſe re- 


marks, Gentlemen, of yours, ſeem to include” an * 
argument ab homine. — To proceed. Your whole 


criticiſm upon this performance is conſined to balf 


a dozen ſentences in the ſecond ſection of the firſt - 


chapter. 
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« bope to ſettle and confirm her ſons in their juſt * Is 
« fection and due zeal for the ſame. p. 9.” All this is 
agreable to what our author, with equal modeſty and : 
good ſenſe, gives us to expect in his Introduction a few © 


— 


. 


chapter. In which you have — N inſiau 
ated, that Mr. H. ſets. up the authority of reaſon 


againſt ſerigture, in the natural arguments he has 


urged in proof of the exiſtence and attributes of 


the Deity, and the immortality of the ſoul. ** In 
2 ſhewing, how far reaſoh, unaſſiſted by revelation, 
& can lead vs into the nature of che Deity and our- 
« ſelves, he has per baps given. our rational facul- 
« ties greater ſagacity than they merit, (who ever 
« heard of a' faculty meriting ſagacity ?) as he 
« thinks that reaſon alone points out the immor- 
« tality of the ſoul.” Cannot we then urge the 


natural arguments for the itritfiortality of the foul, | 


without invading the provitice; or impugnihg the 
authority: of the ſcriptures ? — Hard treatment this 
of! one; whoſe great principles and concluſſons are 


profeſſedly built upon a ſcripture foundation; and 


who has ſtrenuouſſy contended for doctrines, con- 
tained - only! in ſeripture, and ſupportable only by 
it authority Mel H deſign in the rational ar- 
guments; previous to the-examiination of the great 


enipturul articles of religion;+ is plainly to ſhew, 


for the honour, and credit of revelation, that even 
natural religion has its myſterious truths, and 
articles'of faith, ſuch as the ſpirituality and eternity 
of God z &c. and that conſequently the dodrines 
peculiar.to revelation, cannot be thought incredible, 
merely becauſe they are incomprehenſible; and that 
an implicit faith is rational upon ſufficient authority. 
And in hir manner our author-reaſons to the preju- 
3 Gentlemen, were you not very 

| * 


\ 
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Superficial 5 ar which is bad, or incompetent 
Judges, which is worſe, or malicious ſlanderers, which 
| is worſt, you never could have aſſerted that Mr. H. 
din ſhewing how far reaſon, unaſſiſted by revela- 
“lation, can lead us into the nature of the Deity, 
<«< &c. has perbaps aſcribed to our rational facul- 
e ties too much ſagacity, &c. (as you ought to have 
<« expreſſed it.) Mr. H. is much obliged to you, 
Gentlemen, for that kind perhaps. — But what has 
our author advanced that ſuperſedes the neceſſity 
of a revelation, and a redeemer ? Or, what harm 
has he done by averring, that © without attributing 
< native principle of incorruption to ſpirit, (if 
he may ſo ſay) we cannot prove the eternity of 
„God, (by rational arguments, he plainly means) 
<« which yet is aſſerted by all who admit his exiſt- 
e ence?” Is not this very true? And is not the 
following argument of our author's aparte poſt, as 
you call it— Spirit is not ſubject to corruption; 
God is a ſpirit, and therefore not ſubject to cor- 
ruption — I aſk, is not this argument more con- 
cluſive for the eternity of God, than this curious 
one of yours? — © No being can loſe it's exiſtence 
e but by an act of power ſuperior to it's own; 
< but no being has a power ſuperior to the God- 
% head; therefore he muſt be eternal :”* Or rather 
has your argument any ſtrength at all, but what is 
derived from the other? For unleſs by no being” 
you moan no intelligent of ſpiritual being, God him- 
ſelf, for what your argument proves, may be a 
e or corporeal being, and conſequently, as 

uch, | 
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 ſach, ſubject to corruption, i. e. not eternal: 
or, in other words, there will be no God. — - 
ho Thus, (fay you) Mr. H: hangs the proof of the 
eternity of the godhead, a parte poſt, to ſpeak 
< with the ſchools, upon the fame feeble ſupport 
e that he does that of the ſoul of man; and yet 
| © the one is capable of the ſtrongeſt demonſtration, 
< while the other has ſcarce the ſhadow of reaſon to 
* ſupport it, and is obliged to fly to revelation to 
& ſilence enquiry.” — Not the moſt elegant, and 
intelligible language bis, I apprehend, Mr. Cen- 
fors ! — However, I believe, by the by, he has 
banged this proof in ſuch a manner, that it is be- 
yond the {kill of you executioners to cut it down ! 
For, to be ſerious, if poſſible, with you; this feeble 
ſupport is nothing more or leſs than the ſpirituality 
of the deity, on which ozly, as has been obſerved, 

the ſtrength of your own mighty demonſtration 
depends. Is it not pleaſant, Gentlemen, to hear 
you aſſerting that the eternity of the godbead is 
capable of the ſtrongeſt demonſtration, (indepen- 
dently of revelation) which, with the  aſiftance of 

our author's argument, you do indeed demonſtrate, 
while at the ſame time you charge him with aſcri- 

bing too much ſagacity to our rational faculties ? 
— Such, Gentlemen, is your ſagacity ! — But tho' 
this truth is capable of demonſtration, yet, you 
ſay, the other, viz. the immortality of the ſoul, has 
ſcarce a fbadow of reaſon to ſupport it, &c. 
« The ſoul of man may ſurvive the body a thou- 
hats ſand years; but what argument can be drawn 


„ from 
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c from reaſon, that divine power may not then an- 
< nihilate it? I ſhould think yourſelves, Gen- 
ilemen, as like as any perſons to look after argu- 
ments to prove this; but am ſure no ſuch thing 
ever came into our author's head. There is in man 
a principle of exiſtence; — therefore it is not in God's 
power to annihilate what he gaye! Spirit is not, like 
body, naturally ſubject to corruption; therefore man 
is immortal in his own right, and by virtue of bis ots 
inberent claims | — Gentlemen, were you to reaſon 
thus, you would reaſon like yourſelves; but this, is 
by no means Mr. H's method of argumentation, — 
Have you forgot what he ſays upon this ſubject ia 
another place? Does the received doctrine, by 
ee ſuppoſing an inberent principle of immortality in 
< the ſoul, ſuppoſe a natural or original claim 
immortality? Does it hold, that we have * 
« friftly and truly. life in ourſelves that it is abſo- 
< lutely inſeparable from us? Does it not teach 
* that we owe it wholly to the free gift of God. by 
% Fefus Chriſt, and that-the ſpiritual a as well as the 
&* animal life is reſumable by him that gave ir? 
« Nay, even appel ing (he proceeds in pur ſuance of 
«his argument in that place) a natural, inherent, 
<« conſtitutional claim to immortality, does ſuch aclaim 
e convey. a title. to ſalvation, & c.? (p. 13 G43," 
In ſhort, you will never be able to ſhew that Mr. H. 
by any of the arguments in queſtion, can, with any 
* ſhadow of reaſon,” be ſaid to have precluded the 
neceſſity of an explicit revelation for the remoyal 
of doubts and riod upon this head, and 52 


$ 
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the aſcertainment of our right and iti in Feſus 
Chriſt to eternal life. But, notwithſtanding this, | 
the arguments which will prove the ſoul to be a more 
vivacious principle than the body, (which, you fay, 
was the utmoſt of the belief of the ancients) and 
that it may exiſt a thouſand years after it, are de- 
monſtrations of its natural immortality, ſuppoſing 
the ſuperior power of God not to interfere." Be- 
cauſe the arguments that will prove that the human 
ſoul may exiſt a thouſand years, will in their con- 
ſequences prove that it may exiſt for ever. And 
this is abundantly ſufficient for Mr. H's purpoſe. 
In the mean time, whether the ancients, and par- 
ticularly Plato, had not more noble and enlarged 
ſentiments upon this ſubject, than that ſcrap of 
| theory, which you have extfacted from the latter, 
imports, we may leave to any ſchodl boy to deter- 
mine. After all, Gentlemen, Mr. H. and you 
ſeem to be in a manner agreed upon the matter. 
For you declare, that if * our author's arguments 
«< were enforced againſt Deiſts or Acheiſts only, you 
'* ſhould heartily j join iſſue.“ As if Mr. H. was 
not arguing againſt Deiſts and Infidels, though 
not abſolute Atheiſts, when he is maintainin 
doctrines evincible by rational inferences and de- 
ductions Or, as if ſuch doQrines were leſs rational 
becauſe they are confirmed by expreſs revelation ! 
Does Mr. H. (as you affert) ©* chalk out a narrow 
« path for faith edi by,” becauſe we are taught 
by revelation to believe much more than we could 
J collect from mere rational diſquifition®——=Mean 


time 
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time how apt and beautiful are your tranſitions- 
and expreſſions, Gentlemen, in the ©!oſe ot this 


truly ſcanty page of criticiſm? You blame Mr. 
H. as ** ſometimes declaiming with heat, you had 
„ almoſt ſaid virulence, againſt many opinions 


among Chriſtians, which are purely theoretical, 


* mere ſpeculations, which ſhould ſerve as play- 
<« things to exerciſe the indolence of theology, 


„ rather than as brands to exerciſe its rancour or 


5 reproach.” But, Gentlemen, wherein does our 
author's rancour or virulence appear? Or, what are 
thoſe purely theoretical opinions, and mere ſpeculations 
in theology, which you would have Clergymen make 
playthings of? —— Indeed was there nothing in 
theology of a more ſerious and important nature 
than theſe ſtrictures of yours, our divines might 


be as idle, or as merry as they pleaſed. 


But to turn now to you, Gentlemen of the 
Monthly Review. Your remarks are uſhered in 
thus. — In the firſt volume of the publication 

2 before us, Mr. Hawkins makes his appearance 
as a polemical divine; a character which, in 
our opinion, does not ſit very eaſy on him; 
nor does his proweſs in the fields of controverſy 
entitle him to much honour.— In his firſt tract, 
entitled A rational Enquiry into the ſpeculative 
aud practical Oy1iniowns of the Chriſtian Religion, 
(for Opinions read Principles, and let the title 
„ page at leaſt be ſenſe) he attacks the ſceptics 


and unbelievers all round; among whom he 


*. not only includes profeſſed Atheiſts and Deiſts, 


— 


but 


# 
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e but the Socinians, Arians, Roman-catholics, and 
indeed, almoſt every ſect that differ in opini-- 
„ on from himfelf. Unhappily for him, how- 
& ever, we find him here engaged in an under- 
© taking far beyond his ftrength 3 being fre- 
“ quently bewildered in attempting the ſolution 
of theological difficulties, on the principles of 
* human reafon, independent on the ſcriptures. 
* On this occaſion, alſo, we cannot help expreſ- 
* ſing our concern, to find proteſtant divines f6 
& ready to lay aſide their bible, in their polemi- 
es cal writings; as if they had no uſe for it, in 
« defence of thoſe truths the holy Scriptures were 
e expreſsly given us to teach, and which ate by 
chem only to be defended. In their contro- 
verſies, indeed, wich infidels, who deny the 
authority of the Scripture, they may plead: a 
4 neceſſity of having recourſe to mere philoſophy : 
but in this caſe we think, prudence might dic- 
<« tate. There are certain points which they ſhould 
<< never conteſt with ſuch men at all. They 
tc may as well diſpute about colours with the blind, 
<« as with men who who reject (we ſhall hardly 
* ſee who and s together preſently) the autho- 
* rity of the Scriptures, concerning ſome articles 
of the Chriſtian faith.“ 

Now theſe ſentences, I aver, contain as much 
M. nature, detraction, falſhood, and folly, as they 
can hold, Lou aſſert, Gentlemen, that in your 
_ © opinion, Mr. H's proweſs in the fields of con- 
_ - < troverſy does not entitle him to much honour:“ 

| = and 
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and yet the few remarks you have made upon this 
treatiſe (and had they been fewer, we ſhall ſee, it 
had been more for your credit) are confined like- 
wiſe to the ſecond ſeftion of the ſirſt chapter. 
You tell us, Mr. H. attacks the ſcepties all 
round, &c. Deiſts, Socinians, Arians, &c. and 
s almoſt every ſect that differ in opinion from him- 
e {z]f.** (I will not differ with you about this laſt 
expreſſion; 'but only adviſe you, as a friend, to 
take care that you be not as deficient in your 
grammar, as you would have us think Mr. H. is 
in his logic). A candid critic, I apprehend, would 
have ſaid differs from the church of England. The 
readers of your Review may probably conclude, 
from this part of the paragraph, that there is 
ſomething very extravagant, arrogant, and ſingular 
in Mr. H's doctrines and fentiments, which yet, 
at leaſt the moſt material of them, are no other 
than thoſe of the eſtabliſhed church, however, are 
none of them peculiar to himſelf. — So that bis 
was very unfairly infinuated, or injudiciouſly expreſt. 
Next, Gentlemen, like the candid fraternity of 
the other Review, you too charge our author with 
attempting the ſolution of theological difficulties, 
on the principles of human reaſon, independent 
* on the ſcriptures.” An attempt, in which, it 
ſeems, he is greatly bewildered, and which has 
therefore given you, occaſion, out of your zeal for 
the great doctrines of revealed religion, to expreſs 
your “ concern to find Proteſtant Divines ſo ready 
* to lay aſide their Bible, in their polemical 

EN. 7 Wi <« writings, 
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writings, &c. &c.“ But what has been offer- 


ed to the conſideration. of the other Gentlemen, 
will in a great meaſure ſerve as an anſwer to you. 
Por ſure there is neither impropriety nor impi- 
ety in our author's enquiry how far the ſtrength of 
reaſon will go towards the diſcovery of truths, as 
matters at leaſt of philoſophical ſentiment and 
opinion, which were afterwards more fully laid 


open, and authoritatively delivered by the expreſs 
revelation of God himſelf. But theſe truths, how- 


ever more Fully. laid open, and communicated to 


effetual and practical purpoſe, have yet exerciſed 


the ſpeculations. of philoſophers in all ages, viz. 


the exiſtence, and perfections of the Deity, the 
ſoul's immortality, &c. &c. and are not thoſe 


- truths which the Scriptures were expre/sly given 
Laus to teach, and which are by them only to be 
. «©. defended.” When we come to theſe truths, 


Gentlemen, we find the tables are 'turned, and 


Mr. H. takes up bis Bible, when you lay yours aſide. 


 —Beſides, you likewiſe acknowledge, that © in 


their controverſies with Infidels, who deny he 


authority of the Scripture, Divines may plead a 
< neceſſity of having recourſe to mere philoſophy :” 


And pray is not our author maintaining a contro- 
verſy againſt infidels in /be/e ſections? 1 always ap- 


prehended it was with a view to the conviction of 


Infidels, and not Chriſtians, that he © attempts the 


* ſolution of theological difficulties,” in regard 
to the above truths, which. are the fundamentals 
of all religion whatſoever ; that in conſequence of 


ſuch 
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ſuch conviction of the truths of natural religion, they 
might be diveſted of many prejudices and prepoſſeſ- 
ſions: againſt that revealed ſyſtem, whereby the other 
is ſo much improved and enlarged.— And ſo, in 
this caſe, methinks, Prudence might have dictated to 
you to have held your tongues! — You proceed — 
<© There are certain points which they ſhould;never 
<* conteſt with ſuch men at all. They might as 
well diſpute about colours with the blind, as 
«© with men who reject the authority of the Scrip- 
,* tures, concerning ſome articles of the Chriſtian 
<* faith.” -— Whereas Mr. H. is not diſputing here 
about any one article of the Chriſtian faith, as ſuch. 
No, Geatlemen, we are not yet come to the long 
and angry note yet! He muſt therefore previouſly 
conteſt the above points with theſe men; or none. 
Sure a man might as well diſpute about colours 
with the blind, as about divinity with you Reviewers. 
lng every caſe, however, (you go on) where 
divines pretend to rely ſolely on reaſon, t 
« ſhould remember, they engage the adverſary at 
-< his own weapons, and ſhould be watchful to 
give him no cauſe of triumph, in the weak- 
neſs of their argument. We ſhall give an in- 
ſtance or two (viz. all you have to give, and 
more than you ſhould have given) of the ſtrengib 


of our author's. In diſproving the theory of 
the ſuppoſed atheiſts, who deny the certainty of 
% our knowledge of the moral attributes of the 
„ Deity, he ſays; **** There is really no diſtinc- 
ee tion of natural and moral in the divine being: 
««6 for 


des not neceſſarily convey to us that of juſtice or 
ce poadneſs, yet when applied to God it evi- 
ves dently ſuppoſes the .concurrence of both; un- 
e leſs we can imagine the divine power to have 
$454 been exerted in a mechanical, or arbitrary man- 
eee ner, which is at once recurring to abſolute 
de Atheiſm.” —Granting this, yet the Theorift 
is already ſuppoſed to be an Atheiſt; and is he 
likely to become leſs ſo, merely by our author's 
s proving him to be ſuch??? — Gentlemen, you 
ate reſolved our author ſhall not be a divine, or a 
pbiloſepher, and no queſtions aſked. — But ſuppoſe I 
alk au a gqueſtion or two. How comes the Theo- 
riſt, in the caſe before us, to be ſuppoſed to be an 
Atheiſt upon his own confeſſion ? Mr. H. obſerves 
that ** difficulties are raiſed upon this head, viz. 
the moral attributes of the Deity, by men whoſe 
. ** profeſſions are very far from being atheiſtical ; 
and that from a pretence of our incapacity to 
form an adequate idea of what are called the mo- 
<* ral attributes of God, a ſyſtem of univerſal Scep- 

* ticiſm, and practical Atheiſm, has been intro- 

+ duced into the world. Nay every rational at- 

** tempt to vindicate theſe attributes has been moſt 

'** prepoſterouſly interpreted into a combination of 
*« Divines with Atheiſts themſelves. The natural 

* attributes of the Deity are, it is ſaid, ſelf-evident, 

and his power is particularly demonſtrated from 
„ the works of his hands: but for men to affect 
to regulate the divine proceedings, to aſcertain 
Wine 
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s the meaſures of God's juſtice, and upon certain 
<« occaſions to refer us to a future ſtate, is at beſt 
c conſidered, as unwarrantable folly and preſump- 
tion. (p. 29.) The men our author has in 
his eye, are (as he tells us afterwards) Lord Bolin- 


broke and his followers, who are ever aſſerting the | 


honour of God in their way; and whoſe great 
maxim, I conceive, is this, —whatever is, is right. 


And this maxim, they maintain, ought to pre- 


clude all farther enquiry, or ſpeculation. —But, I 
ſuppoſe, it was never aſſerted by this noble Lord, 
or any of his followers, that the divine power is 


exerted either mechanically, or arbitrarily, in the 


proper ſenſe of the words; and therefore if it follows 
from our author's reaſoning (as you grant it does) 
chat to deny the concurrence of juſtice and goodnefs 
with the attribute of power, according to our 


conceptions of each, is to ſuppoſe the divine power 
to be exerted in an arbitrary, or mechanical man- 


ner — theſe Theoriſts are driven upon principles 
which they utterly diſavow, and are proved to be 
Atheiſts in eſßebt, though they do not profeſs 
themſelves to be ſuch. — Indeed, as you have 
quoted this paſſage, there is after all an inaccuracy 
left behind in it. For Mr. H. does not only ſay, 
that to ĩmagine the divine power to be exerted in 
a mechanical or arbitrary manner is to recur at 
once to abſolute atheiſm, (as he would not abſo- 
lutely be an Atheiſt who ſhould aſſert the divine 
power to be arbitrarily exerted} but adds, correct- 
ing himſelf, as it were. or, if poſſible, to ſome- 
| thing 
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5 thing more terrible. ” — Which ſaving clauſe is 
by you, for reaſons beſt known to yourſelves, 
omitted. But, Gentlemen, in the very next words 
you take up the cudgels in behalf of theſe juſt- 
confuted theoriſts. —You tell us, it may be ſaid, 
perhaps, (I ſuppoſe you borrowed that perhaps, 
s from the other Reviewers) that even this argu- 
* ment proves no ſuch thing: ſince his atheiſtical 
s antagoniſt (/ceptical, it ſhould have been) might 
& reply, that merely to imagine the divine 
* power exerted in an arbitrary manner, is not to 
deny, that juſtice and goodneſs, even as we 
© underſtand them, may be juſtly attributed to 
«© the Deity; nor is it ſo atheiſtic as to ſuppoſe, 
son the contrary, that it is not exerted arbitrarily, 
e but is ſubjected to any rule of juſtice or good- 
c neſs.” Gentlemen, I own I cannot ſubſcribe 
to a ſyllable of all this, unleſs new ideas be affixed 
to old words, which yourſelves, in effect, confeſs 
not to be the caſe; becauſe thus you go on; 
© for ſurely, might he ſay, to imagine the divine 
“power always ſpontaneouſly (why not arbitrarily 
« ſtill, Mefieurs?) exerted in the mode of Juſtice 
and goodneſs, is to have a much nobler and 
0 ſublimer idea of the divine Being, than to ima- 
“ gine Juſtice and goodneſs any eſſential qualities 
© in the Divine NaTvuxE, according to which 
s jt is neceſſitated to act, and on account of which 
ce it cannot act otherwiſe. This, he might ſay, 
* would- be to ſtrip the Deity of his chief attri- 
66 + bute, free-will, and make him act mechanically, 
1 5 — 
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& indeed.” —— Now, Gentlemen, when you ſhall * 
prove that God acts : mechanically, becauſe he neceſ- 
ſarily acts according to the rules of juſtice and 
goodneſs; or, that the divine power is exerted ar- 
bitrarily, becauſe it is exerted Jpontaneouſly i in the 
modes of juſtice and goodneſs z' or, in other J 
words, that there is ſuch a thing as arbitrary juſ- 
tite, or arbitrary goodneſs, as well as arbitrary 
Power — the validity of this curious and ſubtle re- 
ply may readily be admitted: And in the mean 
time, I have only to ſay that Hence it appears 
how cautiouſly our reaſoning Cenſors ſhould proceed, 
in criticizing upon matters of Theology. . 
Tou tell us next, that © our author might be 
* extremely puzzled alſo, were he required to 
« give a philoſophical explanation of what he 
means by ſaying, that God exiſts according 
es to our idea of exiſtence.“ We might aſk him, 
« if he has any idea of exiftence in the abſtract, 
e and how he will expreſs that idea? The human 
mind is, doubtlefs, conſcious of its own exift- 
<< ence; but, however new this piece of informa- 
tion may appear to him, he will find, on enter- 
eig deeply into the matter, that it is a eonſciouſ- 
„ neſs of ſomething, of which we have no idea. 
4 The mind is conſcious of its own exiſtence, in 
« and of itſelf, and doubtleſs would be ſo whether 
<« united to an organized body or not; but with- 
« out its being united to ſuch a body, ir is evident, 
« jt could have no ideas, becauſe all our ideas de- 
« pend oh, conn upon the organs of perception. 
E « All 
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« All the exiſtence of which we have an idea, is 
4% confined to time and place; which the Deity: 


. confefſedly is not: So chat, philoſophically 


* ſpeaking, the Deity does not exiſt according to 
e. ur ideas of exiſtence, alchough it may be ſaid 
eto exiſt as the human mind: exiſts ; but of the 


nature of this exiſtence we have no idea. 


A man may wrangle about words, and terms of 
ſcience, till his head aches. If our author's mean- 
ing in this paſſage be elear and obvious, and the 
whole tenor of his reaſoning ſtrong and concluſive, 


(as by your filent acknowledgment it is) I imagine, 


few readers befides yourſelves will inſiſt upon. ric 
pbilo ſopby in every ſentenceof a treatiſe, the arguments 
of which are profeſſedly founded upon principles 


Hof plain reaſoning and common ſanſe.. Let us 
turn to the paſſage . God, ſays Mr. Hy is a 


perfect Being, according to the conceſſions, and 


e indeed the aſſertions. of theſe Theoriſts them- 
* ſelves; viz. Bolingbroke, cum ſuis; if ſo; he is 
perfect according to our ideas of perfection; he 
is powerful, for inſtance, according to our ideas 
«of power; he exiſts according to our ideas of 
<& exiſtence z. if not; it will be impoſſible to prove 
that God has power, or even exiſts at all} For 
ce how can we prove that God has infinite power, 
& or eternal exiſtence, but from what we #now and 
feel to be (i. e. Gentlemen, are conſcious is) finite 
power, and exiſtence in ourſelves? Now: if God 
be powerful according to our ideas of power; he 
9 ie W to our _ of wiſdom; he is 

| « juſt 
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te juſt according to our ideas of juſtice, &c.“ 
The judicious reader will fee the drift of this rea- 
ſoning againſt the .noble Philoſopher, or rather 
Sceptic; and I ſhould be apt to think a perſon 
more nice than wiſe, who ſhould cavil at the ex- 
preſſion which has exerciſed your fine talents for 
criticiſm. After all, was it worth while to enter 
into theſe minutie of altercation, we might, for 
what I know, (to uſe an expreſſion of our author's 
elſewhere) turn much of this (metaphy/ical) artillery 
upon yourſelves. You might be puzzled too to give 
à philoſophical explanation of what you mean by ſay- 
ing, — ** All the .exiftence of which we have an 
& tea, is confined to time and place; for have 
you am idea of exiſtence in the abfiratt, whether 
that exiſtence be confined to time and place, or un- 
limited with reſpe& to both? Or how. will you 
expreſs your idea of time or place in the abſtract ? 
So that you may find yourſelves, Gentlemen, on 
entering deeply into the matter, (which words you 
borrow from Mr. H. and put in #alics with a 
moſt piriful inſinuation to the diſparagement of his 
reaſoning) you may find yourſelves, I ſay, be- 
|, wildered in your own labyrinth; and all this 
profound paragraph will end in a OO hyper- 
criticiſm |! 

But now for another ſpecimen of your candor 
and ſagacity.— Our author's proofs, ſay you, 
of the certainty of a future ſtate, we fear, will 
little avail him in contending with Unbelievers 
** ſince his general aſſertion may be diſputed, viz. 
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28 A REVIEW, .. 
| & that it is a truth as capable of demonſtration as 


«any propoſition in Euclid, **** that the good and 
«<< evil things of this life are not alu ays diſtributed 


ee according to the exact proportions of merit 
«5 and demerit in mankind.““ We can very rea- 


* dily allow the truth of our author's propoſition; 
but, as he has thought proper to omit its de- 


„ monſtration, we are apt to think it is not capa- 


„ble of being ſo clearly demonſtrated as he ima- 
„ gines. His being reduced alſo, in the very next 
& ſentence, to ſuppoſe it will be granted him, by 


_ « thoſe who allow that all men are not equally 


6 qualified for the divine favour, appears to con- 
tc firm our opinion: for, if it were thus demonſtra- 
* ble, why require it to be granted of any body? 
* why not attempt to demonſtrate it ?**——What ! 
word-catchers again, Gentlemen ? Is it not ſuffi- 
cient to reply to all this, that Mr. H's propoſition 
is in its kind as capable of demonſtration as any 


propoſition in Euclid? — A moral truth is one 


thing, and a mathematical truth is another. 


And if we are farther aſk'd, why Mr. H. takes for 


granted what is demonſtrable ? we may aſk again, 

what elſe ought he to take for granted? or, what 
occaſion is there ta demonſtrate a propoſition, of 

which every man of common ſenſe muſt, like 

ourſelves, ** very readily allow the truth.“ | 
% Mr. H's formal ſuppoſition, (you ſay in the 


te next paragraph) that the truth of an aſſertion 
$ will be granted by thoſe who admit another 
n gone to it, is alſo curious; as is his manner 


« of 
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5 of ſolving one problem, by propoſing another. 
« Thus, to prove that all men are not equally” 
6 qualified for the divine favour, he aſks, „ If 
«« they are, where is the difference between Vir- 
«« tue and Vice, between moral Good and Evil: 
«« And if they are not, why is not that favour 
«« diſpenſed with the moſt impartial, and never- 
tec failing regard to prior claims and pretenſions ?” 
— Now, I own, Gentlemen, 1 ſee nothing ſtrange 
in the formal ſuppoſition, (as you term it) that the 
truth of an aſſertion will be granted by thoſe-who 
admit another equivalent to it: Suppoſe I firſt | 
aſſert, that the ſoul may exiſt for ever in a future. 
| ſtate; and next aver, that the ſoul of man is of 
an immortal nature ;—would not he who grants 
me the truth of one of theſe aſſertions, admit with- 
out heſitation the other ?—And as to your charging # 
| our author with his manner of ſolving one problem, ; A 
by propoſing another, I do not ſee that he does it; 
at leaſt I am ſure this is not his manner of ſolution. 
hat expreſſion was ſcandalouſly improper. | 1 
—Mr. Hs argumentation in this place is, perhaps, | | 
a little embarraſſed and perplexed : But how eaſily 1 
is it cleared? and how cogent when cleared ? | 
The al gument is plainly this :—If there is an eſ- 5 i 
ſential difference between Virtue and Vice, all men 1 
cannot be equally qualified for the divine favour; 1 1 
(and it muſt be admitted, by the way, by thoſe 
Mr. H. is contending with, that there is an effens 
tial difference between Virtue and Vice, &c.) If 


then all men are not equally qualified for the 
| divine 
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% A REVIEW, 6. 
divine favour, that favour ſhould be diſpenſed 
by divine guſtice with the moſt impartial — 


to prior claims and pretenſions. But it is not 
ſo diſpenſed in this life, and hes thre. 
be dliſpenſed in a future tate. Doth our 
We. (you aſk) that by leaving theſe 
3 0 anſwered by the reader, he 
roved any thing? Such arguments will 
* well Song with thoſe who would anſer 
ſuch queſtions his own way, &c. but with others, 
e ſuppoſe, they will be deemed inconcluſive.” 
Gentlemen, our author may well think, that, 
whatever weight theſe late- quoted queſtions may 
have, he has propoſed rerlatn queffions to you 


Monthly Reviewers, which prove ſomething, even 
nothing teſs than the doctrine of the Trinity. 


- Theſe queſitons at leaſt are ſo much like arguments, 


that you cannot anſwer them fairly, and unſophiſti- 
cally, as you are called upon to do. — But let us 
hear wat you have to fay for yourſelves upon this 
occafion. We have read the long and angry note 
in which this author, in the vebemence of his or- 
« rhodoxy; and zeal for church authority, has ſo 
« ſeverely cenſured the authors of the Monthly | 
* Review.—We ſhall, however, on this occaſion, 
« give him a proof of our forbearance, and mode- 
« ration, in declining the challenge he hath given 
us. Not that we have any thing to fear, from 
entering the Jiſts with ſo redoubted a champion; 
debut that the deference we pay to our readers, 
vill not permit us to enter into a tedious ſcene - 
« of 


AR BV:TEW, G. 36: 
©©:0f need19ſ5: altercation-on fubjedts already laid; be- 
<«-foreithe public, and ſubmitted to their judgment 
For the Jength of this” note, Gentlemen, Mr. 
H. apologizes by alledging the importuncu oß ic; 
and he moſt explicitly difavows all angun ancꝭ u. 
bemence in it, in the following word Theſe © 
«are the paſſages upon which the aboveichargetis* 
cc: grounded, which IJ now leave without u uff 
<«. word or exaggerating reflettion, to the-difpaſſionate! 
<conſigeration of every impartial reader. (p. 219) 
So that, Gentlemen, whatever bis charge again” 
yo may bez you: have daſehy, and falſeiy chatged 
bim. Naw he:charges,yow ** with endeavνj,⁊jg 
bring into public: diſeſteem and contempt: a 
t gccleſiaſtiea} authority aubut ſoruer 3 withifavour» 
< ing new, and: heteruom notions; With ae 
« "a latitudinanian principles in matters of reli- 
gion with encouraging ſcbiſin, and diflention ;* 
* and with.countenancing\thoinfidelityof orbers, and 
«even avating your oa either by'dirett\poitions* 
« and aſſertiins; or: by: plain 4nſnuations,. or by 
e citations; without any, or at teaftidue cemſures, 
« of: paſſages from authors. of: dec/aned: diſaffection 
to [the dodirine;. the: diſcipline, and the”cloygy- of 
the church. (p. 207) A” boavy charge chis, 
Gentlemen, and yet ſupported by vouchers from 
yourſebves, of which-the authentieity is indiſputabli;* 
Upon the. ſtrength. of -zhe/e, Mr. H. declares he 
will appeal evem to you own warmeſt friends* 
and. admirers, for. the determination of this 
Point; 1 it to be a. matter of 


9 diſpute, 
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32 A RE VI E W, &c. A 
e diſpute, on which ſide the. merits of the cauſe ' 


e lean, between the church of England and her 


t enemies of - whatever denomination, the advo- 
tc cates. of her doctrines or diſcipline are like to be 
% fairly and candidly treated by you, or to have 
4e their performauces in the defence of eitber, 
sc uſher d into the world with proper and reaſonable 
«circumſtances of recommendation? (p. 217.) 
He then refers you to what he himſelf had ad- 
vanced, in bis firſt chapter of this treatiſe, upon 
the doctrine of the Trinity, and adds here a ſeries 
of the above-mentioned home-queſtions upon the 
ſame ſubject. After having propoſed theſe que- 
ries in a frong and clear manner, he ſeriouſſy, but 
and angrily. alks you, whether, it does not ap- 

« pear that the doctrine of the Trinity is at leaſt 


* abundantly defenſible from Scripture? If fo, (con- 


« tinues he) is it not ab/urd and ridiculous, as well 

« as uncbaritable and unjuſt,: to aſcribe it to eccle- 

« faſtical policy, or human invention? Is it candid 

« and reaſonable to depreciate and vilify all church 

<« authority in diſguſt, principally, to the doctrine 

« before us? Is it reaſonable to object the cha- 

* rafter of Athanaſius, or any peculiarities in his 

« creed, to the diſcredit of the doctrine: of the 

« Trinity itſelf? Is it not crafty, and di/ingenuous 

c to ſuffer, without reproof, the advocates of 7h:s 

« doctrine to be loaded with all the odium which 

& the terms, bigotry, Party-zeal, ecclgſiaſtical tyranny, 

« ſcholaſtic jargon, inexplicable nonſenſe, & c. &c. 

can nn. — (and even to aid and abet the 
| 6 — _— 
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* ſcandal) and at the ſame time to repreſent the 
6 * anti-irinitarians as lovers of truth, friends to 
6 liberty, and even defenders of Chriftianity 2” 
And, then he concludes with ze deſiring you, the 
L authors of the Monthly. Review, either fairly 
« and "unſopbiſtically to diſprove what he has here 
* andelſewhere advanced, not by church, but {crip- 
66 tural authority, upon this great doctrine, or to 
« retract, i in as full and effectual a manner as may 
be, all the contempt, abuſe, and calumny, 
e which you have thrown upon it, and the ortho- 
« dor believers of it.“ (p. 222.) Now, Gentle: 
men, as ſevere, as Mr. H. may juſtly: be in his 
cenſures, methinks he is reaſonable enough in his 
demands. And unleſs you give bim, aud the pub- 
tic, the ſatisfaction deſired, you may a8 well aver 
your Alence to be a proof of your modeſty and i ingenu- 
buſneſs, as of your forbearance and moderation. But 
it ſeems, the deference you pay your readers will 
not permit you to enter into a tedious, ſcene of 
« needleſs altercation, on ſub jects already laid before 
C the public, and ſubmitted to their judgment.” — 
; In what manner this ſubject has been Jaid before che 
public, and how ſubmitted by you to them, witneſs 
the over. bearing inſolence, and dogmaticalneſs which 
appear in certain paſſages quoted from you in the 
Note! | Beſides, your pretended deference is imper- 1 
linent, and impious too, as your readers are Chrij- 7 
tians; and as this ſubje& of needleſs altercation is 
the great and eſſential doctrine of the Chriſtian. re - > 
ligion ; * ; — how much ſoever conteſted by honeſt 
F peaſants, 
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penſanis, ſenſible mechanics, and formidable Re- 
ewers!—And, if you do put pen to paper, re- 
member Mr. H. tells you, that, * as he could fay 
*'no e than he hks done upon this occaſion, ſo 
perhaps, he can ſay more, if called upon by A re- 
©. ply or vindication from you.” 
Sub, Gentlemen, are the criticiſms, I was go- 
_ Ing to ay artifices, with e fy Ange" to 
_— this performance. 
The next tract in this relate; (as you Monthly 
« Cenſors obſerve) is called, A Review of a Book, 
&« entitled, # free and candid Examination of the 
1 Principles advanced in the Right Reverend the 
© Lord Biſhop of London's very elegant ſermons, 
© c. Ge. — The ſubject of th tract is the 
thorough diſculſton, and (T think) deciſion of the 
long · debated queſtion, Whether the ancient Jeuuis 
commonly believed the doctrine of a future tate? 
Which Mr. H. maintains they did. — Now in 
order to enable your readers to form a judgment 
of this performance, you, by a method entirely new, 
extract a paſſage from the preface, to-ſhew the mo- 
tive and de/ign of the author! And fo when you 
have finiſhed your extract, (which by the by proves 
the defign a laudable one) you ſay, you ſhall not 
= take upon you to determine how far our author 
e hath ſuggeeded in the execution of his deſign, 
&. But why not take upon you to determine 
this, Gentlemen? Are you not competent judges of 
a'controverſy, of which you have fregquentiy taten 
ogniſance Have you th not favoured with a parti- 
; ticular 
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A REVIEW, G. 36 
eular notice and approbation the very Examiner, 
whom Mr. H. undertakes - to confute? J believe, 


when the reader obſerves the readineſs, I might ſay 


eagerneſs, with which you cenſare our author, (as 
we have ſeen) and the ſparingneſs with which you 
praiſe him, (as we ſhall ſee) whenever the force of 

truth, or the mere affeation of impartiality extoris 


your mite of encomium from you, he will look upon 


your preſent ſilence as declarative of victory on the 
fide of our author, and as giving full. conſent to the 


doctrine he maintains, and the principal arguments 


by which he ſupports it. We have here too, ano 
ther inſtance of your candor and generofity !— The? 
you have nothing even to intimate to the diſadvan· 
tage of the di/putant, (except that you do not cn 
feſs yourſelves ſatisfied) how meanly do you attempt 
to repreſent as /rifling and unimportant the point 
in diſpute? You beg leave to refer thoſe of your 
« readers, to whom the diſpute is of importance 
© enough to merit their attention, to the work 
«« itſelf.” — You ſbould have ſaid, Gentlemen, We 
have often taken notice of this diſpute, as a matter 
of conſequence, and weighed the arguments, brought 
by various authors, on bob ſides of the queſtion : 
but as Mr. H. appears, and profeſſedly determines 
the controverſy, it becomes of no ſort of importance, 
nor is there any occaſion for our delivering our ſen- 
timents, or ſaying whether he has, or no 

But what ſay our other friends of the Critical 
Review? — There is fomething extremely juſt and 
corrett, as well as wonderfully ſuccin# in your ob- 
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ſervations too, Gentlemen, upon this Occaſion. 
Inſtead of informing us how our author manages 
this controverſy; yoù give us to ane 11 | 
—_ controverſy which he is concerned in. 
The Bangorian controverſy has not more di- 
« vided dur ſpeculative divines, than the late 
en broached diſpute, whether the Jes, had any 
< notion of a future ſtate, is-ikely to do. The 
* biſhop of London, in his ſermons, aſſumes the 
< affirmative, but he has had many opponents; 
* and now the argument ſeems kindled up, nor per- 
„ haps will be extingwfhed, (how bot you are upon 
*« this occaſion) till ſome opinion more ne riſes, 
c or., revives, for awhile to attract the attention. 
(When a new opinion revives, it will attract our 
attention indeed!) Mr. H. ſeems to be pretty 
confident in the advantage of his cauſe; and 
* this we may venture to ſay, that he ſeems to be 
£0n the ſafe fide, for he is on the biſhop's; and 
though he loſes.” his cauſe, he may gain a vica- 
* rage.“ (This is the firf-time, I preſume, that 
our author has been reputed” a ſeeter of pre- 
ferment!) As for the controverſy, ſo much has 
« been ſaid on both ſides, that we muſt really ac: 
% knowledge ourſelves ſceptics in the debate. It 
«is probable. that the Jews were very well ac- 
* quainted with the doctrine of the ſoul's ſurviving 
& after death, from its being a received opinion in 
„ #gypt, and in ſeveral nations round them. 
(The poor Jets muſt be ſent into Agypt again, 
ir N to learn this doctrine!) ** But how far 

SN this 
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«this doctrine may be contained in the ola = 5 
<rament;/ is what perhaps will never be deter- 
« mined, unacquainted as we are at this period 


« with the ſtrict meaning of the language in which. 
„it is written. The-whiole diſpute muſt turn on 
„the import of ſame Hebrew words, and who is 
there now alive capable of being a judge in 
ſuch a- controverſy?” (Gentlemen, you' ſhould 
have acknowledged yourſelves rather novices than 
ſceptics in this debate!) · We can know*enough, 
<« and believe enough, without being acquainted 
«with a ſyllable of the matter: We could wiſh 
e our divines would therefore rather turn their 
<« arms againſt the common enemy; and while 
« infidelity mee gate, not waſte their time in 
* civil-altercation.” - You. ſeem here to be upon 
the ſame ſcent with the other Gentlemen. You for- 
get that Mr. H. turned: his arms. againſt the com- 
mon enemy in the former trat; and therefore he 
has no more waſted time than he has paper in this 
civil altercation.— And now, Gentlemen, as you 
are all ſilent with regard to the merits of this tract 


of our author's, I ſhall think it ſufficient to ſay, 


that it hitherto remains unanſtered; which is a 
preſumptive proof in its favour; that, whoever 
peruſes it, will find the debate to be of more 


conſequence than you would have us imagine; and 


that, a few over-ſights allowed for, the perform- 
ance excels in ſolidity of argument, ſpiritedneſs of 
recrimination, and poignancy of expreſſiuun. 
Me are come now. to Mr. 's ſecond volumes 
conſiſting of poems, plays, eſſays, and letters. 


The 
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The farſt performance here is an heroiscomical 
poem entitled, the Thimblez previouſly to your re- 
marks upon which, you Critical Reviewers, thus 
golitely and cleganthy expreſs yourſelves | * But let 
us haſten to his third volume, (meaning the 
* ſecond) where, Aript of his gown, and deſcended 
** from the chair of Ariſtarcbus, Mr. H. endea- 
vours te put his e precepts into practice, and 
< enters the liſts of fame diveſted of thoſe adven- 
6 titious. ornaments, / ſometimes the rewards of 
genius, but not unfrequently found: the badges 
« of fupidity.” — Rumpatur quifquis rumpitur in- 
vidia / — Gentlemen, I begin to be ck almoſt of 
tranſcribing from you, and therefore will not be 
at the pains of citing the ridiculous and deſpicable 
terms in which both Reviewer, particularly the 
Critiraß, give an account of the plot, or ſubject of 
this poem. I will only. take upon me to affirm, 
that Mr. Pope's celebrated Rape of tbe Lock, of 
which the Thimble is profeſſediy an imitation, or 
amy poem of this kind might with all the eaſe ima- 
ginable be ſer in the very ſame contempribte light, by 
the ſame hands! It will be but juſt, however, to ob- 
ſerve here, that you Critical Reviewers let drop cer- 
rain periods plainly tho' indirectiy levelled: at our 
Author, as utterly deficient in point of humour upon 
this occaſion; without warranting the malignancy of 
your fatire by a /ingle proof; — unleſs we admit, 
by a-firong figure, your above-noticed account of 
the defign or ſubje of this piece, as affecting the 
execution of it! There is nothing, (you ſay, 
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« and ſay ruh) in the whole province ef wilting 


more difficult to attain, than humpur, ' c. 


Humour once miſſed, moſt effectually turns 
< the author ridiculous, &c, A diſappointed hu- 
e mouriſt is indeed a moſt deplorable figure, ſome - 
© what like Slactbeadt of vivacity in company, 
<< ever 'griming C — of 
all grinners they are the moſt deſpicable, who ſhew 
their eetþ, when they cannot Bite — But, becauſe 
you of the Monthly Review very frankly tell us 
u er 5 the poetical execution of that excellent 
poem, the Rape of the Lock, this piece is al- 
“ moſt below compariſon, I will ſelect a few paſ- 
ſages, in which our author appears to have Mr. 
Ps nume more particularly in his eye. | 


— But ab! no. human pleaſures are Gnceres . 

Is there an eye that never ſhed a tear? 

Fate rules o'er all; at whoſe ſevere decree, 
Ober the rich gown flow deluges of tea; 
Fate hurls the mighty down to deep diſgrace, 
And plows with laſting ſcars the ſmootheſt face: 

O' er all things mortal acts with lawlefs will, 

And Fannie was, ne but mortal Mll. — L 

I Cant. 


—Then, Betty, with Xjefted look, the cry d. 


Three times Ab call'd, and three times fightd) 


— Fantaſtic flumbers have difturb'd my. brain, 

And rack'd my ſenſes with a wakeful pain; 

And myſtic dreams, as bearded matrons 2 

Are goed prognoſtics, or the types of woe. 

Sure at this hour ſome baleful planet reigns; 
Didſt thou not mark laſt night the coffee · grains? 

. 1 5 Methought 
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Protect my ha and ſhelter all my charms. 


| Shall » we e avert the fair one's doom e e 12 
Or ſhall we give the ſpleenful fates their way? 
Of all the damſels on yon earthly PRs | 


40 ARE VIE W. G 
M ht the taper's flame was ting d with blue, 
And coals ſtrange-ſhapen from the embers flew. 


ate as I wander'd in a lonely grove, | 
Eber yet my thoughts began to teem with love Wi 
A wither'd gypſy whiſper'd in mine ear— —- 
Misfortune ſhall befall thy twentieth year. 
et, O ye pow'rs!: preſerve me from diſgrace, 


Let me ſtill keep. my virtue, and my face; 


O!; make my boſom. proof to love's alarms, 
Lid. | 


Like Fannia none our deities revere ; 


Daily the maid renews her pious toil, ' 


And heav'n regales with ſteams of fatreſt oil, 


| While yearly as the ſolemn rites ſucceed, 


Two milk-white Ros on our altars bleed. 
Ibid. 


Next; the great Pallas, phos d goddeſs, roſe, | 
Not like the Pallas 3 midſt her foes, 
When all beſmear'd with duſt, and ſweat, and gore, 
She bids the furious voice of battle roar: 75 


A mild and graceful air her looks aſſume, 


As when preſiding o'er the peaceful loom. 
*T was reaſon'd well, ſhe cry'd, and I beſeech, 
Thanks may be paid to Juno for her ſpeech. 


Fate will have way; and who ſhall ſtem its tide? 


Great Fove e not . his Hector d _— A 
Di 


With plenteous fat of purring victims ſlain, 


Yearly my loaded ries? blaze | in vain i 
Doom' d as I. am to pangs of endleſs pain: — 


— 1 


A” FET EW, of, 41 
Did I for this my blooming beauties grace, 
And heighten all the luſtre of my face? 

For this before my glaſs whole hours beguile, 
And heave my breatt, and force'the killing ſmile ? 
Or bid my cheeks with artful bluſhes glow ? 
Or teach the wanton treſſes where to flow? 
Could I not taſks leſs dang'rous undertake ? 
Refine the jelly, or compoſe the cake ? 

Or mould the pliant paſte with niceſt art, 
And with high ramparts fortify the tart ? 
O blaft that day, ye pow'rs, with plagues ſevere, 


Fn 

1 
K 
0 
1 


When firſt my fingers pois'd the pointed ſpear ; : 
Then may no joyful ſounds invade the ſkies, a 
But raviſh'd maids complaints, and widows cries z 7 
Then be untun'd the muſic of the ſpheres; 
Then may no fiddle glad the dancer's ears; 4 
No ballad then be ſung with ſcreaming note, 
Nor ſoft airs warbled in the eunuch's throat; 5 
Then may the ſun withdraw his chearful light, q 
Nor pendent luſtres gild the face of night! - © - 'v 
«inf notion 1 Cant. II. 1 

What ſad miſchance, what unfear'd danger nigh, 1 
PFluſhes that cheek, and dims that ſparkling eye ? q 


Lies ſome near friend upon his dying bed? 
Or has the lightning ſtruck thy monkey dead? 
Has the fell mercer juſt produc'd his ſcore, 
And having truſted long, will truſt no more? 
Or didſt thou mark laſt ev'ning at the play, 

A richer virgin, or a nymph more gay ?. 
Say, does my fair for brighter gems repine ? 
Each India's choiceſt diamonds ſhall be thine : 
For thee the Eaſt its treaſures ſhall unfold, 

And Earth unboſom all her hoards of gold. * 
This ſaid; and ſure his Lordſhip ſaid enough, 
With elegance he took a pinch of ſnuff, 
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In thoſe ſad vaults, where horror ſpreads her wings, 
The victim of her own induſtrious hands ! 


And men and monkies in deluſion rife. 


Whoſe woful mem'ries Grub-ftreet bards prolong, 
In diſmal ſtory, or in doleful-ſong : | 


Then ſhe : No language can my grief remove, 
Nor all the pow'rs of hartſhorn, and of Fove.— 
| | | | Bid. 


How raſh was ſhe that graſp'd the needle firſt ? 
Pernicious weapon, inſtrument accurſt! 

*T'was this that once deſtroy'd a Britiſb maid ; 
Her needle's point to lingring death betray d; 


Where reſt the bones of poets, and of kings, 
The hapleſs fair, in marble record ſtands, 


| | 1bid. 
Fannia at length in ſlumbers clos'd her eyes, 


2" $49] Bid. 
Now. all lay huſh'd in ſolitary night, | 
And diſtant ſtars diffus'd a ſolemn light; 
The world appear'd a deſert, filent ſcene, 
And all around was dreadfully ſerene. 
Now ghaſtly ſtalk'd a melancholy. train, 

By knife, by halter, and by poiſon ſlain ; 


Nor ſchool-boy's ſhout was heard, nor carman's roar, 
Ev'n winds were ſtill, and women ſpoke no more; 
The ſons of men diſſolv'd in ſlumbers lay, 
And ſlaves, and kings forgot the toils of! day. 
| Cant. III. 


He faid ; he bit his lip, and drew his bow, 
And view'd, exulting, the defenceleſs foe; 
Then, with malicious zeal, he ſhot the dart, 
That fatal lodg'd deep ſunk in Fannia's heart. 
Then thrice was heard the wounded virgin's groan; 
And thrice the parrot ſcream'd his hideous moan; 
Thrice bark*d the lap dog from his downy bed, 
And thrice the kitten rear'd her drowſy head 1 1 
id. 


KN EVIEW, &@r. 39 
The pleaſing tale ſhall dwell on ev ry tongue, 
And grace the numbers of ſome poer's ſong ; 
And each bright virgin, each induſtrious fair, 
Hereafter fearleſs of the fatal ſcar, 
My name ſhall high-extol with grateful praiſe, 
_ While purrs the kitten, and the lap- dog bays ; 
While winds ſhall breathe, and rapid rivers flow, 
And am'rous ſonnets ſooth the love-ſick _ : 
20 | bi 


I have not room to quote more inſtances of the 
mock-beroic in this poem; with which the laſt Canto, 
which hamorouſly preſerves the air of antiquity, 
more eſpecially abounds. But theſe it is but juſt 
to lay before the reader, and ſubmit it to his im- 


partial deciſion, how far they are inferior to ſimi - 


lar paſſages in Mr. Pope. The poem is, I think, 
equal to itſelf throughout; though, perhaps, the 
Humour is not entirely uniform in the notes of 
Scriblerus Secundus. And now, I muſt beg leave 
to acquaint you Reviewers, to your eternal confu- 
ſion, with a circumſtance well, though not aniver- 

ſally known, viz. that the Thimble had, in its firſt 
incomplete ſtate the approbation of Mr. Pope him- 

ſelf: A circumſtance, that did credit to our author 
before you, as Reviewers exiſted, and will be an 


honour to him when you, as ſuch, ſhall probably 


exiſt no more! 

The tragedy of Henry and Roſamond you ſpeak 
at beſt, Gentlemen, very /ightingly of. Your 
Monthly Review declares, that © though it was re- 
" Fa by the Manager, as unfit for the ſtage, it 
& is, perhaps, much fitter for it, than many others 
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& which have, ſince that time, diſgraced the The- 
« atre.” This ſuffrage, Gentlemen, puts it only 
upon the level of a tolerable performance. While 
you, Critical Reviewers, inform us, © that Shake- 
e ſpear, our author's favourite, ſeems principally 
« jmitated in this tragedy, the antiquated * turn of 
« his diction being ſometimes trroneouſly preſerved.” 
—Granting, Gentlemen, this play to be irregular 
both in reſpect of its economy and ſometimes its ſtile, 
in conſequence, doubtleſs, of ſach imitation, yet it 
had been candid in you to have acknowledged, that 
as a poem at leaſt it has, upon the whole, nume- 
rous beauties, though not as a play, Mr. Garrick 
0 did it the juſtice to acknowledge this, at the time 
1 he rejected it, as unfit for the ſtage. Not that it 
J is without its beauties even of the dramatic kind. 
The characters are well preſerved, and that of the 
Prince is particularly animated and affecting. The 
ſcene in the third act between the King and Clifford 
J in diſguiſe, though foreign to the neceſſary buſineſs 
Ih | | of the play, is, as a. ſcene, a moſt excellent one; in 
1148 which the author diſcovers a fine taſte, and a ſtrong 
power of commanding the paſſions proper for tra- 
gedy, as, he himſelf expreſſes it—How affectingly 
18 is paternal tenderneſs and grief expreſſed in the fol- 
148 lowing beautiful ſpeech of Clifford's? 
if O ſhe was once the treaſure of my ſoul, 
Bright as the morning's freſh-expanded beam, 
And ſpotleſs as the white-rob'd angels are. 
When-e'er J taught her honour's ſacred law, 


Her ſtill attention, and obſequious look, 
Seem'd the certificates of inborn virtue. 


| NT Pp Sometimes 
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Sometimes I've trac'd her mother in her face, 
Pleas'd to recall the ſpring tide of my days, 
And travel o'er youth's chearful road again. 
For her ] left the bus'neſs of the field, 

Well pleas'd I toil'd a rural life away, 

And, joyful, ſaw my golden harveſts riſe. 
But plenty, peace, and comfort are no more; 
Her coward virtue ſtoop'd to brutal love: 
I could not bear the ſhame; I left my houſe, 
The fugitive of choice, ty not of fortune 


Sick of this worthleſs world, at length I ſought 
This cloiſter of religious poverty, 


And here I mean to lay down life, and ſorrow. 


I think, Gentlemen of the Critical Review, there 
is no antiquated turn of diftion in this ſpeech, or in 
the following tender, delicate, elegant, and patbetical 


ones, which the author has put in the mourns of 
his illuſtrious lovers. 


4 - 


Take me once more, my love, into thy arms; 
Thus let me claſp thee to my faithful breaſt, 
Thus feed my eyes upon thy glowing beauties, 
And pour my ſoul in tranſports out before thee— 
—Speak not my eyes the language of my heart? 
Or ſhall J open my rich hoard of fondneſs, 
With all the ſoft impertinence of love? 
Why has my Lord fo long been abſent from me ? 
Methinks I now receive thee in thy tent, 
Dreadfully graceful from the field of blood, 
The manly dew {till reeking on thy brow. 
O let me ſooth my hero to ) his reſt, 
Then kindly chide his eagerneſs of valour, 
And bid him ſheath the ſword for love of me.— 
—Forgive me, Henry, it I ſhed a tear; 
A tear at once of pity and of love, 

Gaze not thus fondly on me while I ſpeak : 


It 


— —ů— 


4 eie & 
It is a fatal fondneſs, and betrays the. 


Poſſeſs'd of me, art thou not loſt to honour ? 
Where is the native greatneſs of thy ſoul, 
Thy gen'rous thirſt of everlaſting glory? 
O hadſt thou never fix'd thine eyes on me, 
Fame, on her brazen tablet had diſplay d 
Thy royal name, and ſhewn it to the ſtars, | 
But I ſhall blot thy memory for ever — 
— Thy kind concern is far too nice, my love; 
O Roſamond ! *tis but the dream of WY Y 
Kings, and their ſubjects, all, are nature's children, 
And ermin'd greatneſs on the throne muſt own it. 
What is the monarch more than other men? 
His appetites and paſſions are the ſame; . | 
He hates, revenges, hopes, and fears as they do: 
Or does he love, O does he love like me, 
is glory, tis ambition to purſune 
The heav'nly fair, and win her to his wiſhes. | 
Is it not pride to hang upon thy ſmile? 
Is it not triumph to enfold thee thus? 
Art thou not all, and is not this world nothing? — 
Be love the theme, and I could talk for ever.— 
— Be love the theme, I could for ever hear thee.— 
O come, my rural goddeſs, to my arms; 
We'll lie upon the flow'r-enamelFd turf; 
The garland-wreath ſhall be our diadem ; 
The leaf-clad bow'r our canopy of ſtate z 
Our muſic the ſweet matin of the lark: 
Then bleſs me with the ſunſhine of thy beauty, 
Till I forget my royal occupation, 
The taſk of greatneſs, and the toil of pow'r, 
And every ſenſe be full of love and thee. 
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This lover's lamentation afterwards for the loſs.of 
his miſtreſs is agreeable to all this tenderneſs. 


O Roſamond, 


A REVIEW, G. «47 
O Roſamond, for ever, ever loſt! : 
My love was ſweeter than the Op” ning flow, 


That trembles with the morning's ſilver dew ; 


Fair, as the down of ſwans, or mountain ſnow; | 
Then ſhe was faithful as the turtle's mate, 

And harmleſs as the ſmile of infancy, - 

Why was I born a ruler of the world, 

Firſt potentate on earth, and lord of nations, 
Yet could not keep one jewel worth them all? 
0 Roſamond, for ever, ever loſt! 


The agua here, as in moſt hes ina a few 
excepted in which our author has adopted the old 
phraſes of Shakeſpear, (which he ſhould not have 
done at all, at leaſt unleſs he had continued them 
throughout) is extremely pure, and poetical ; and 
yet, Gentlemen, it does not appear by your ſeveral 
Hort accounts of this performance, that there is 
one very good line in it. [ have cited theſe few 
paſſages as ſpecimens of our author's abilities in the 
Pathos, as the critics call it, in which 7his perfor- 
mance moſt excells. And upon the whole, I can- 


not make a better apology for the ſuppoſed im- 


perfections of it than in Mr. H's own words. 
* Thoſe who are offended at the liberties taken in 
< it may, if they pleaſe, call it an Biſtorical play, 


and then the moſt material exceptions will va- . 


e niſh of eourſe.“ | 

The next performance that falls under your no- 
tice, Gentlemen, is the Siege of Aleppo; a tragedy, 
rejected likewiſe at both hayſes :—to the everlaſting 
ſhame of both managers, be it ſpoken | Gentlemen, 


255 reſpectively ſpeak of this as the beſt of Mr. H's 
productions; 
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Pr oductions 346 lealt von Critical Reviewers very 
explicizly dg.-—and, the. 2%, pa.doubt. it is in its 
lind, in the publication; before us. And yet you 
are far from doing it quſtice. Will any man form 
a juſt notion of the excellance of this piece by being 
told, by you Critical Reviemers, that“ it is a work 
that really deſerves. applauſe, and that; i it will be 
e faying not much, nor indeed enough, in its fa- 
« your, to aver, that ſeveral worſe pieces hive 

i heen of late accepted by the managers, and ex- 
ic hibited with ſucceſs.” This ſeems to be beſtot- 
ing praiſe, as ſome people do charity; grudgingly, 
0 of) neceſſi 109 Lou go on-“ 10 quote from it, 
«. would, be to ixjure the author, ſince: its greateſt 

merit lies in the oppoſition of character, the va- 
« rjety-of the diſtreſs, and the unexpected cataſ- 
„ trophe. ' As in the former play, ſo here, he 
«ſeems to have Shakeſpear ever in his eye. = 
ever, it ſeems, the antiquated turn of his: dittion is 
not here erroneouſly preſerved. Indeed, Gentlemen, 
I wuſt iſiſt upon it, the poetical beauties of this 
play are as conſiderable as its dramatical excel- 
lencies, let them be as many or as extraordinary as 
they will. And this, notwithſtanding all that you, 
or the Monthly Reviewers; who would confine in a 
manner the merits of this performance to the latter, 
like yourſelves, can ever make good to the con- 
1 Tou Monthly Reviewers tell us, you have 
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9 = the author hath. . — he 4 
de in giving ſomething of an original caſt 
N cc to 


* 


* to his principal characters.“ And this is all you 
have to ſay in it's behalf, except that you confeſs, 
e that you cannot help thinking great injuſtice done 
eto this performance, in its being denied theatri- 
cal repreſentation.” In this truly fpirited piece, 
Mr. H's talents, as a dramatic writer, very emi- 
nently diſplay themſelves. Many of the ſcenes 
are wrought up with ſingular art and judgment; 
particularly the ſcenes between Theodore and Roma- 
nus, and between the latter and Ormelia in the 
fourth act: others are very intereſting and ani- 
mated ; particularly the council-ſcene in the firſt 
act, and the firſt and fecond ſcenes in the third. 
The loves of Sophronius and Ormelia abound with 
circumſtances of tenderneſs, delicacy, and diſtreſs, 
both new and affecting; and the artifices of Ro- 
manus dub him a villain compleat.— As I gave 
my reader ſome extracts from the other tragedy, 
as ſpecimens of Mr. H's taſte in the pathetic kind, 


it will be a piece of juſtice to tranſcribe a ew 


paſſages from the preſent performance, as- ſamples 
of that nervous and lofty diction by which it is cha- 
racteriſed. | 


The firſt ſcene opens nobly, and teaches us what 


to expect. | 


The univerſal voice is now for war : 

Soon as th' impatient rabble caught the newe, 
A thouſand hearts were kindled in an inſtant; 

And in the wildneſs of new zeal, to arms, 

To arms, they cry'd, wich ſuch a clam'rous ſhout 
As tore th* expanſe of heav'n, and ſure muſt ſtrike 
Ev'n yon barbarian troops with ſudden dread, 
Tho' long inur'd to terrors, 
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H Sophronius, 
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general ardor of 


Bregthes one-heroic ardox z, 


Mow, nobles _ animated are he 
ſeriptions, ſimiles, and i images? 


The din of arms ſhall drown. 1 
Hark I am call'd again; the 8lorioi 8 $ ſurtimons 
Rouſes my ſoul, and fires it on tg, battle. 
Thus the bold, gen'rous ſteed, that long in vain 
© Has:woo'd ſome haughty female of the Minz, : 
If chance he hears the trumpet's prince 
Inſpir' d with nobler ardor fpurts tlie 
He ſnuffs the duſty tumult ftom afar, 
Collects his mighty rage, and ruſhes to the war. 


A e Ge. 


1 " Sopbronius, who 3 this, alludes" to the fame 
- | Aﬀleppians, in the council- 


ene. 8 10 290 15 75 97e ng; of 5 

T,NSOW aud & pd 756013 wot 

Our W eee in 0 ee 3. 
Thanks to the ſoe for this: nay, 


. (The ſimile is originally Homer” 8. ) 
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py # 


r r action: 
all, 4 . pps 
Iſied (| he 5 10 
Girds on his palſied ſide the weight 
Sage chacetheir yourhfulbulbandsfrom their arms, 
And mothers trim heir darling ſons to battle. 
O !'for a tempeſtꝰ's blaſt to drive this flame 
Tilhit confuine, you vermin IRA like ſtubble ! ! 


hb de- 


In asd 1 


e hp love. 


be, 


ground ; 


. ſure no hero ever better grac +. Wool 
The noble front of war, than, brave Sopbronius : 
ILſaw him mounted on his ſnow-white fteed, 
That mov'd with pride beneath the weight he bore; 
Hlis eye beam*d martial fire; and While t 
Of thouſands heap'd their bleſings.c on his 
A crimſon bluſh (the badge of modeſt merit) 
Ting'd o'er his youthful cheek, as L have ſeen 
A ſetting ſan bepaint the weſtern ſky—— 
oon as we left our walls, We, found the foe, 
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In the mid plain, rank'd in fall pomp of fight; 


Foy 


Sometime we fought beneath a cope of arrows, 
That ſhadow d either hoſt but when we kniet 
In horrible ConJi¹netion, then cmmencd 
The terrors of the field; then grim fac d war 


Began his dreadful game of purple ſlaughter, 


And, like a wounded lion, rous'd his rage 
To deeds of deſperation two long Neunte, 8 
With reſolution marvellous, as tho? 7/1 
The lordſhip of the world had been at dale, 

The flame of battle glowd; while victory 

Stood like a miſtreſs doubtful where to fix, 
When two watm rivals court her gracious ſmile.— 
Then firſt the foremoſt ranks gave way, and ſoon, 
As tear i is moſt infectious, total rout 

Encu: mberd alltheir bands the word as Hack, 
And thirſty vengeance caught ite er they reach 'd 
The camp, the field was loaded with an ſlain. 


Ti beodare, the hero of this play, is | repreſerited 


throughout as haſty, violent, and extremely haughty 
from the conſciouſneſs of his military merit: "and 
we find him ever ſpeaking i in character. | 


—— Now in the name 
Of ne, and of arms, what means this treatment? 
Am I reproach'd, becauſe I would have led 
Thy daſtard troops the neareſt way to fame, 
And taught them how to ſnatch a noble conqueſt? 
Glory's the ſoldier's miſtreſs ; to be wood, 
Where death has planted all his terrors round her, 
Or never to be won had thy Aleppians 
e their ranks, yon camp bad ſmoak'd to 

cay/n— - 
But, Sir, they poorly ſhrunk wifort aha: fan 
And let in numbers, like a flood, upon them. 
I hate theſe puny, half-bred ſons of ars | 
H 2 That 
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That cooly ſtalke to fight on even tems; 
But bid them grapple with unequal fortune, 
They ſfand aloof, and ſnarl, like curs, at diſtance.— 
aft thou forgot old Manuel, with what ſhouts 
Of gerraljoy, what thufid' ring peals of tranſport, 
Thy vile Alappians welcomꝰ'd my arrival, 
And hail'd me like the genius of the land !— 
— Tis wond rous well O ye immortal ſpirits 
Of my brave anceſtors, whoſe laurell'd deeds 
Have ſwell'd the golden trumpet of loud fame, 
And rank'd you with the Cæſars of the world, 
Was it for this I taught my foul to pant 
For high renown, ind burn with all your fites; 
To be ſupplanted by a ſilken ſtripling, Ig 3% 
A boy, that trembles if his e Bc 
217 10 9185 It 
In what bight terms does this chief afterwards 
exult in the ſuppoſed gratification of tyevange ? 


Itis not triumph, boy! *tis ſomething more; 

*Tis ſomething that methinks I would not change 
For the wide fame of Ceſar—it is juſtice !' 

The ſatisfaction of a great revenge! 

The tranſport of a mighty ſoul, inflam'd-.. 

By baſeſt wrongs, and pleas'd with public rvin! 


And now, Gentlemen, I apprehend, the Nader 
will have a much better opinion of this play, as a 
compoſition only, than he could poſſibly form by 
your narrow paragraphs upon fo deſerving : a ſub- 
jest. But here you, Gentlemen of the Critical R Re- 
"View; take your leave of Mr, H, and content your- 
ſelves with informing us, that © there are many 
works more of our author in this publication, in 
all which you find ſomething to praiſe 7 it 


ſeems, 
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ect nothing to Jpeak of? Tdh theref * think 
K enough to fay if Senertl, that Muc, Was 


5 not born 4 or that imitatio at: BY piled 
via him. „Lone den you, * it 


the imitation. of. Pape, or of Shakeſpear, - that” has 
ſpoiled him? Does his imitation of the former in 
one poem, affect the merit of pieces in which he 
imitates him no more than he does the author of 
Hudtbras? Or, does his injudicious imitation of the 
latler, 1 in about half a ſcore inſtances in one 
plays, af ffect the merit of that whole play, or of the N 
lber 15 of pieces which are not plays? Or, ö 
how is out: peremptory declaration to be applied to j 
the caſe of pieces, in which he has imitated nei- : 
ther . -＋s it hug you deal with reputations ?— 
Lou durſt not aver in dire? terms that Mr. H. f 
was not born a poet; and ſo would fain make us ö 
believe, that he has ſold his Birth. right to Shake- ] 
ſpear for à dozen of phraſes !—But till I call upon "I 
y0u again, Gentlemen, I leave you to the cbaſtiſement | 
of your 'own' hearts! 
The next performance in this miſcellany (you, 
** the authors of the Monthly Review, acquaint us) 
«; IF a | phileſaphical Eſſay. on Genius; which, tho 
1 be, on; the whole, poetical and ſenſible enough, 
« does not diſtipguiſh our author as a maſter either 
* of numbers or philoſophy.” — Gentlemen, 
Mr. H. does not call this a philoſophical efſays,nor 
is there more philoſaphy it in it, than may be extracted 
from plain reaſon, and a ſew, for the maſt part, old, 
acknowledged principles. — Ts ſtrange. Mr. H. 
cannot be ſuffered to write in verſe or proſe, with- 
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bert any thing equal, or ſimilar to 


. WE VIE W. S. 

out the penetration of à Newton, or the experience 
of a Boyle {-=And/as to the poetry, if, it be upon 
the whole, as p6etical as the nature of the ſubject 


would” admit, (Which even you do not deny) I 


cannqt fee wh. you ſhould. be angry at not finding 
Miltor' 5 battle of 
the angels I do not think it worth. while to pur- 


ſue you, Gentlemen, through your whole courſe. | 
of criticiſm and wilticiſm, (which: you may think 


better rhimes than /pbere and err, clang and pan, 


or the other had ones which, you have rummaged all 


. Mr. H's works for) 1 ſay, I ſhall not purſue you 


throughout your animadverſions upon this pdem, 


which are either tr:fing, or ill-natured, or groundleſs. 


Alt were eaſy to recciminate upon you upon this 


occaſion too, as I have often done before, in more 


inſtances than one; but as your ſatyr is ſcarce any 
where more harmleſs than in this Page, I will:leave 
it to ſputter, and fret, and Bounce by itſelf, +— 
You ſeem, indeed, in your own Judgments, to be 
very tout, and very merciful, too; 7 ior jou tell us 
that, you ſhall not be 700 ſevere on our author, 
< leſt he ſhould falſiy imagine you bear him ſome 
„„ il|-will ; (indeed, if he does not ſee this, he muſt 
e be as blind, as your criticiſms are lame) on the 

** CONfrary, you Can Even forgive h his daring to con- 
<6 N your critical authority, by confelling' he diſ- 


regards haue planen, and LG that 
+ you are odd mortals :' 


| BORA the ſanction of the pe few: | 


Who knows what m may your works review ? 
wad © 
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<« If he is, indeed, (you proceed) ſecure bf the ſanc- 


„ tion he ſpeaks of, he may deſpiſe either our 
<< apptobatjon, or cenfure; Which, in fact, we 
fear is but thromn away upon him.“ That I 


verily believe it is: And as. Mr, +. "laws. to 


have written in contempt and deſtanec of ſuch 
mortals as you, L iſuppoſe he expected qurh uſage 
from "you; and conſidered your crnſarc at leaſt as 
immaterial to his reputation, under the particular 
circumſtantes he was in. — But we have reaſon to 
believe, even from the above lines, that his per- 
formances were favoured with the inſpection of 
ſuch, whoſe candor and judgment he could ſubmit 
to, and: adde by.—In a word, as the merits of the 
Eſiay before us are in the main acknowledged by 


yourſelves, I ſhall only tranſcribe one paſſage, in 


which the reader will obſerve the /pecific characters 


of our Eugliſb poets all compriſed within the com- 
paſs of twenty fix lines, which he may, if he 
pleaſes, compare with the well-known poem of 
Mr. Audiſon's upon the ſame ſubject. 


| "Ye bards of Britain that have ſhin'd in ſong, 
O! let the mule ſurvey your tuneful throng: 
"Chaucer, who notes not with a merry glee, 
Thy genius full of quaint feſtivity ? 
Who reads mult fee, and ſeeing, muſt admire 
Bright. Spencer's fancy, and bold Milton's fire. 
Genius was ſtudied wit in artful Ben; 
But flow'd. pontanecus, Dryden, from ny Me: 
*Twas thine ip many Hebneſs to excel; 
With Tice thy labour few write baff ſo avell. 
Fletcher had copious energy of mind; 
Cowley's 8 was wit let looſe, _ Wyeborley 8 ——.. 
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Who but applauds /oft Otway's melting lay, 
The negligent ſimplicity of Gay,, | 

The genuine mirth that tickled Butler's vein 

Waller's terſe ſonnet, and Garth's nervous ſtrain ? 

Such various forms does genius take to pleaſe ; 
In Rowe tis elegance, in Prior eaſe ; 

In Lee tis flame that lays half nature waſte ; 

And in the courtly. Addiſon tis 1aſfte : COTE 
Tis comic grace in Steele that ſhunn'd offence ; 

In Pope tis ſweetneſs, parity, and ſenſe ; 

*Tis Bumour in the Dean unequall'd yet, 

And, Congreve, who could ſtand thy two- cdg d wit ? 
—To ſev'ral bards their ſevꝰ ral virtues fall; 
But to inimitable Shakeſpear all] 


Theſe lines I have ſelected as well for their gniß- | 
cancy, as for a proof of Mr. H's powers in another 
branch of poetry.—I ſhall only juſt add upon this 

occaſion, that the lines with which this /en/ible and 

manly performance concludes, which are warmly 

declarative of Mr. H's political ſentiments, were, 

one would think, purpoſely written, to raiſe the 

ſpleen, and exaſperate the malice of ſuch critics, as 
he has met with.—For they are, doubtleſs, foreign 

to the ſubject, and might, at leaſt, as well have 

been omitted. Mr. H. might have aſked himſelf 
in his own words, | | 
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How ſhall the genuine bard eſcape from feols, 
That judge by narrow, or by partial rules? 


— 
— 


if I, But this is not the it inſtance, in which our au- 
"1s thor ſacrifices his prudence to his principles; and it 
1 muſt be allowed he maintains theſe, as ridiculous or 
Ml \ erroneous as many may think them, with an uniform 

| s 125 zeal 


* 


| A REVIEW; Ge. 57 
zeal, and, as he ſays himſelf, @ re/olute integrity. 
However upon 71s article I am not defending him. 


The Paraphraſe on the 7 g. Deum, on Ode, is the 
next and laſt poem in the preſent volume, the 
* laſt ſtanza, of which, you ſay, Gentlemen, you 
* ſelect as a ſpecimen of Mr. H's turn for lyric 
% poeſy. And, Gentlemen, I will ſubmit the 
very ſame ſtanza to the reader's judgment, though, 
I am perſuaded, you ſele# it as the worſt, and 
feebly inſnuate its faultineſs to us by certain italics ! 


He comes! the Godhead comes! behold from far 
He comes triumphant in his cloud-wrapt car; 
While twice ten thouſand angels cope the ſky, 

The harbingers of his dread Majeſty ! 

The ſtars are dropp'd; the ſun diſſolves wy ; 
It is—alas | is neither night nor day: 
The burning baſis of Mess1an's throne; - 
Spontaneous ſplendor beams, a glory of its cond. 
Look, look, the fatal covers part, 
The book is open; melt my heart. 
Whither, ah whither ſhall I flee, ; 
In this my ſouPs extremity ? — ESE 
Ah! whither but to thee ? 
My King, my God, my Hope, my Stay, 
O fave me this all-dreadful day, 
And let mankind, and angels ſee, 
That bleſſed is the man who puts his truſt in thee, 


There is no occaſion for a defence, when there is 
no accuſation ;z and fo I only ſay, with reſpe& to 
theſe italics they are criticiſm and ub criticiſm. In 
ſhort, I know not preciſely what ideas you Re- 
viewers, or any others, may have formed of an 
Ode; but if majeſty without affeFation, and a ſub- 

1 lime 
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lime ſimplicity be beauties, the reader will by no 
means be at a loſs for them in the-peruſal of this 


poem.—I will only give him oneſhort ſample more. 


What clangors cleave my ſtartled ear ? 
What noiſes rend th' affrighted air? 
What livid meteors in the æther play? 
The world's deep - laid foundations ſhake ; 
The graves are burſt ; the dead awake; 
It was the trump of God! It is the judgment-day ! 


Next follows an Eſſay on the ancient and modern 
Drama; in which (to uſe your own words) “ our 
author, with much zeal, contends for the ſuperio- 
© rity of the modern; in oppoſition to Mr. Maſon, 
* and others who prefer the ancient.” This one 
may, without the leaſt heſitation, pronounce to be 
an elegant and judicious performance, as it has 
drawn the following favourable verdit? from you 
Gentlemen of the literary jury ! On this ſubject 
ve muſt do Mr. H. the juſtice to ſay, that we 
„ think he has taken the right ſide of the queſtion ; 
and that many of his critical animadverſions are 
* 7yſt and ingenious.” Every ſcruple of praiſe from 
you, Gentlemen, will be allowed its full weight. — 
This Eſſay likewiſe remains «nanſwered. 

But you go on. The letters which follow the 
Eſſay, and conclude the volume, are on critical 
* ſubjects, and more particularly relate to the 
& beauties and defects of Homer and Virgil, and 
their ſeveral tranſlators.” Pray, Gentlemen, 
when you mentioned tranſlators, how came you to 
forget our author aye If ; with a ſpecimen of 
| whoſe 
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whoſe tranſlation of ſome ſpeeches in the firſt book 
of the Æneid, into blank verſe, the laſt letter con- 
cludes? Upon this occaſion, you, Gentlemen of 
the Critical Review, muſt be called upon likewiſe 
to anſwer for your maſt unpardonable filence. Had 
he failed in any degree in this really great attempt, 
how readily, and, tis like, bitterly would you all 
have upbraided his vanity and preſumption ?— 
But as he has ſucceeded in it even to admiration, 
you would enviouſly ſtifle it in its birth as it were, 
and, as far as in you lies, obſtru# and diſcourage 
the progreſs of a work, which, it is to be hoped, 
Mr. H. will one day oblige the public with. 
Gentlemen, had you done juſtice to theſe tranſla- 
tions, I could have heartily forgiven your paſſing 
by the letters almoſt wilbout notice; although they 
are elegantly written, and by no means without me- 
rit or importance, conſidering them as matters of 
amuſement, and critical entertainment: But your 
ſilence upon this article ſhews you to be deſtitute of 
every generous principle, and even below abuſe itſelf 
—was one diſpoſed to give it you. 


The third and laſt volume of theſe miſcellanies 
contains our author's Poetical Lectures, read in the 
Univerſity of Oxford. —Theſe Lectures, which are 
written in very elegant and claſſical Latin, were well 
received by the Univer/ity, as they will be, I ap- 
prehend, by the public ;—at leaſt for any thing 
any of you. Reviewers have ſaid to their diſadvan- 
tange.—Theſe Lectures, like the abovementioned 
. #fſay, are written in defence of the modern Drama, 
12 | or 


or rather in vindication of Shakeſpear, our author's 
avowed favourite, with regard to his breach of 
the dramatic unities. We find, upon this occaſion, 
yon Critical Reviewers criticiſing upon an authar 
whiorn you do not underſtand, and, by way of 
amendment, fabſtituting bad Latin in the room of 
good. For inſtance—you tranſlate—Sea precipt- 
entis oft, non dubitare, quid de re quaque ſentiat, li- 
bere\pronunciare—thus—they who teach others are 
not to reſute, but determine. Non complain of in- 
accuracies, and ſtrange ones too, in the print, (I 
ſuppoſe, you mean) of which there are indeed 
more than enough, and yet your ſelves reduce Ho- 
race's maxim to proſe, and nonſenſe into the bar- 


gain 
NMullius addiltus jurare in vxxBI magiſtri ! 
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—You tell us © this unintelligible ſentence” — Eorum 
mos erat vulgus myſteria ſua LARE, meque per al- 
legorias quid volebant fignificare—ſhould probably 
have been read thus—eorum mos erat A VULGIS 
myſteria ſua CELARE, neque N1s1 per allegorias quid 
valebant fignificare—— whereas the firſt reading is 
good Latin, and ſenſe too, and the /atter, neither. 
And fo, Gentlemen, I take my leave of you as 
abſolutely incompetent judges of the merits of theſe 
diſſertations ! 

We come now to your elaborate animadyerſions 
upon our Profeſſor's Lectures, Maſſeurs Monthly 
Nevieters. In the firſt place, by mot wonderful 
ſagacity, ** you find him a-paſſionate admirer: of 


* Shakeſpear, 
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« gba de ſpear, whom he attempts to juſtify in his 
« breach of the dramatic unities, and whoſe liber- 
« ties, he thinks, are very far from being indefen- 
« ſible. We agree with this author, (you imme- 
* diately proceed) that in ſome of them be may; 
« but not in all.” Grammatically ſpeaking you 
ſhould have ſaid—We agree & c. that ſome of theſe 
liberties are very far from being &c. — Or if 
you can torture the expreſſion into grammar, 
and make it ſay what you pleaſe, it muſt be by the 
help and application of many ſubintelligiturs 
“So far (you go on) as the rules of the Drama 


e depend merely upon the ipſe dixit of Ariſtotle, 


or the practice of the ancients, he may be defen- 
& {ible in the breach of them; but in ſo far as they 
e are ſupported by nature and good ſenſe, Shake- 
ce ſpear may be excuſed, but can never be defen- 
„ ſible in neglecting them.” —This latter clauſe, 
Gentlemen, reminds me of the beginning of a coun- 
try juſtice's charge, who was a famous retailer of 
monoſyllables Tou know wwe are met as how for to ſee 
into &c.— However, as to the purport of your ob- 
ſervation, you will, I believe, find Mr. H. and 
yourſelves pretty well agreed upon the matter 
for to make uſe of his own words, which will beſt 
diſcover his own ſentiments, he tells us in the Eſſay 
on the Drama, (which is written upon the principles 
of theſe Lectures) that after all, diſcretion is to 
* be a general rule even in the uſe of liberty. 
* would (ſays he) neither fetter the dramatic 
© muſe, nor yet let her run wild; deviations from 
the ſtrict Jaws of antiquity ſhould be made not 


<* affectedly 
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or rather in vindication of Shakeſpear, our author's 
avowed favourite, with' regard to his breach of 
the dramatic unities —We find, upon this occaſion, 
you Critical Reviewers criticiſing upon an authar 
whom you do not underſtand, and, by way of 
amendment, ſubſtituting bad Latin in the room of 
good. For inſtance you tranſlate Sed præcipi- 
entis eſt, non dubitare, quid de re quaque ſentiat, li- 
bere pronunciare - thus they who teach others are 


nut to reſute, but determine. — Nun complain of in- 


accuracies, and ſtrange ones too, in the print, (I 
ſuppoſe, you mean) of which there are indeed 
more than enough, and yet your ſelves reduce Ho- 
races maxim to proſe, and nonſenſe into the bar- 


gain ;— 
 Nullitis addictus jurare in ves B1 magiſtri ! 


— You tell us © this unintelligible ſentence” —Eorum 
mos erat vulgus myſteria ſua CELARE, meque per al- 
Iegorias quid volebant fignificare—ſhould probably 

have been read thus—eorum mos erat à VULG1S 
myſteria ſua CELARE, neque N1S1 per allegorias quid 
volebant ſignificare whereas the frft reading is 
good Latin, and ſenſe too, and the latter, neither. 
And ſo, Gentlemen, I take my leave of you as 


abſolutely incompetent judges of the merits of theſe 
diſſertations ! 


We come now to your elaborate animadyerſions 


upon our Profeſſor's Lectures, Meſſieurs Monthly 
Reviewers. In the firſt place, by moſt wonderful 


ſagacity, © you find him a- paſſionate admirer of 
85 * Shakeſpoer, 
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. Shakeſpear, whom he attempts to juſtify in his 
&« breach of the dramatic unities, and whoſe liber- 
4e ties, he thinks, are very far from being indefen- 
« ſible. We agree with this author, (you imme- 
« diately proceed) that in ſome of them he may; 
« but not in all.” Grammatically ſpeaking you 
ſhould have ſaid—We agree &c. that ſome of theſe 
liberties are very far from being &c. — Or if 
you can torture the expreſſion into grammar, 
and make it ſay what you pleaſe, it muſt be by the 
help and application of many ſubintelligiturs 
“So far (you go on) as the rules of the Drama 
* depend merely upon the ipſe dixit of Ariſtotle, 
< or the practice of the ancients, he may be defen- 
& ſible in the breach of them; but in ſo far as they 
« are ſupported by nature and good ſenſe, Shake- 
* ſpear may be excuſed, but can never be defen- 
e ſible in neglecting them.“ This latter clauſe, 
Gentlemen, reminds me of the beginning of a coun- 
try juſtice's charge, who was a famous retarler of 
monoſyllables Tou know we are met as how for to ſee 
into &c. However, as to the purport of your ob- 
ſervation, you will, I believe, find Mr. H. and 
yourſelves pretty well agreed upon the matter; 
for to make uſe of his own words, which will beſt 
diſcover his own ſentiments, he tells us in the Eſſay 
on the Drama, (which is written upon the principles 
of theſe Lectures) that“ after all, diſcretion is to 
de a general rule even in the uſe of liberty. 
„ would (ſays he) neither fetter the dramatic 
* muſe, nor yet let her run wild; deviations from 
the ſtrict Jaws of antiquity ſhould be made not 


5 affectedly 


oo. 2 RENIVEW,. @e-. 
„ s affectedly and at random, but with a view 
| * to beauties of a higher nature; not for the eaſ: 
& of the poet, but for the advantage of the poem. 
« I would not vindicate Shakeſpear himſelf in 
© every inſtance of his tranſgreſſion. To ſum up 
all that need be ſaid upon this point in a few 
« words; the old laws of Ariſtotle are, in my opi- 
nion, very proper regulations and reſtraints for 
an indifferent poet, but ought not to be the 
* ſhackles of a good one (p. 290.) To proceed 
* Setting aſide the author's profeſſed purpoſe, in 
A the juſtification of Shakeſpear, (you ſay) we find 
„very little elſe nem or ftriking in his lectures.“ A 
man might ſay at the expence of no more words, 
or trouble than this dz/covery has coſt you, that, be- 
ſides our author's. profeſſed purpoſe, &c. there are 
many things new and ftriking in his lectures. And 
if yourſelyes had ſaid ſo, twould have been more 
conſiſtent with your kind concluſion a few lines after, 
that Mr. H. is, „on the whole, a /en/ible man, a 
<© tolerable writer, and a better critic.” —1 will ven- 
ture to aſſert, you might have ſelected, in order to 
ſhew this, the far greater part of the beautiful 
paſſages, which he has tranſlated from our beſt 
dramatic poets into Latin z—altho', -elying your 
hearts, or betraying your judgments, you cooly de- 
clare, ** you do not find am of ſingular merit 
* enough to juſtify it's quotation, for the enter- 
e tainment of your claſſical readers.” — I will 
leave with the reader a ſpecimen or two of our au- 
thor's tranſlations in the ſeveral &nds of the deſcrip- 
tive, the paſſionate, the humorous, and the ſublime. — 
| The 
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The reader will, for his better conviction, com- 
pare them with their ſeveral originals— 


« 7 do remember an apothecary, 8c." 
| (See Romeo and Juliet.) 


Hic vendit homo, commemini, egenus pharmaca; 
Lacerumque vidi veſte, fronteque nubila, 
Herbas legentem ; lividas pallet geras, 
Edaxque corpus cura confecit macrum. 9 
Teſtudinem vidi in taberna pendulam, 
Pellemque crocodili refertam ſtramine, 
Piſceſque dubii nominis quam plurimos / 

Ipſis egeſtas hominis arguitur bonis: 

Spar ſa jacebant nempe ſemina, fictiles 
Ollæ, & inanes pyxides, & mucida 

Cruſtula roſarum, fila, veſicæ, omnia 
Mentita parce ſigna melioris rei. | 


% Thro* a cloſe lane as I purſu'd my Journey, &c.” 
| (See Orphan) 


Longum per anguſtam viam faciens iter, 
Somnique viſa pectore revolvens meo, 

Curvam ſenecta debili conſpexi anum; 
Stramenta legit ſola, ſecum murmurans ; 
Oculi madebant rore ſanguineo rubri ; 
Tremuere frigore caput, & manus arida 
Aulæa corpus lacera morboſum tegunt, 

Quz miſeram ab hyeme male tuentur turbida: 
Veſtis fuit diſtincta tota coloribus, 


Et ſuta pannis luteis, albis, nigris, 


Satis indicabat ipſa pauperiem ſenis, 
Vitamque variis uſque vexatam modis. 


O, for 
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* O, for a horſe with wings ! bear. II thou, Piſani ? 
n (Cee Cymbeline.) 

O utinam adeſſet aliger ſonipes mihi! 

Audin' Piſanio? tenet Milfordiam—— 

Quin age, quot abhinc paſſuum mille, O refer, 
Quot dttat: ? anne hebdomade conficiet viam, 
' Mandata quivis ponderis parvi ferens : 

At ipſa quidni propera conficiam die? 

Ergo fidelis ſerve qui juxta ac ego 

Geſtis videre Poſthumum—quid protuli ! 

O redde — 2 — tu — ego 

Geſtis videre Pofthumum ? Geſtis tamen, 

Amore proximus mihi jam geſtio 

Videre quantum — neſcio quantum taces? 

Eloquere—ceflas ?—conſulis amanti parum; 

Ingerere debes monita conſultus meis 

Auribus, et ipſos plurimis obtundere 

Senſus loquelis—loquere—quot diftat abhine 
Beata mille paſſuum Milfordia? 

Beavit at quæ Cambriam tali loco 
Fortuna ?—narra—quomodo vero fuga 
Ornanda noſtra eſt ? Ibimus Piſanio: 
At quando reditus dabitur ? —incaſſum * ? 
Aliquone poſſit nomine prætexi fuga ? 
Sed iſta poſthac—reþus infectis rei 
Cur fingo cauſam? quomodo tute fugam 
Capiemus? Illud meditor impatiens POE 
Dic igitur horis ſingulis quot millia 
Poſſimus ire? 


« Ay, you did mb that I would make ber turn, &c.“ 
(See Othello. ) 


Imo tics juſſa, nam ſic vis, redit ; 
Miraris ergo feminam verſatilem 
Ad omne punctum ! flere vis ? Flebit quoque; 
Morigera pariter conjugi eſt, te judice; 


Morigera 


10 
Ce as 


Morigera certe ; — flere quin pergas—tuis 


Nutricis ulnis vagiens infantulus 
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Attendo domine rebus O pietas bene 

Simulata vultuliteræ reditum jubent—— 
Tu temet intro confer—accerſam ſtatim—— * 
Agnoſco juſſa—redeo—quid ceſlas ? abi 
Lubenſque munus.C2ffo cedo meum, 
Vacemus una hac nocte convivio precor; 
Optatus hercle Cyprias oras venis 
O permoleſtum mihimet hircorum gregem ! 


&« All the world's a age, Sh... 
| (See As You Nabe le ) 


Mundus theatrum eſt—hiſtrio partes agit 
Quivis homo; ſcenas ingreditur; exit; redit; 
Actuſque ſeptem peragit ætas mobilis. | 


pr % 
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Eructat; inde ſacculum portans puer, 
Et mane vultum nitidus, invite ſcholam 
Cochleæ modo petit; dehinc amaſius 
Fornacis inſtar corde ſuſpirans, nigrum 
Amicæ ocellum carmine miſero canit. 
Dein ore miles expuens diras novas, 
Parduſque ſicut barbiger trux aſpici, 

Ad arma pronus, nominis magni tenax, 
Per mille rerum triſtium diſcrimina, 
Appetit honorem. Pacis exin prodiens 
Præfectus, apte pendulam barbam gerens, 
Severus ore, ventre turgidus, plenus cibi, 
Exempla profert, projicit ſententias, 
Juris moleſtus arbiter. Femoralibus 
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Indutus inde prodit ex ſcenis homo; 
Cui conſpicillum naribus, lateri 'macrq 


Pera hzret ; exiguis vacillat cruribus; 


Nec amplius hominem ore robuſtum ſonans, 


Tenui loquela fiſtulam argutam refert. 
Tandem ſenectæ frigidæ extreme manent 


Partes agendæ —fabulam variam male 
K | ' Claudit 
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Claudit ſenecta rurſus infantes ſenes; 


' Auribus, ocellis, dentibus capti ſimul; 
* Eraſque demum fumus, et prorſus nihil. 


* Oh! now v for ever, 1 15 
* Farewell the tranquil mind, &c.“ | 


Fee Othello.) 


Pax tandem vale ! 
Tranquilla mentis pax mihi æternum vale! 
Decora plumis militum valeat manus, 

Bellumque grande, nobilem famæ ſitim 
Clare indicans; fremitus equorum bellicus 
Valeat, cavæque martius clangor tubæ; 
Animum cientis tympani raucus fonus ; 

Terribilis aures perſonans litui canor; 
Vexilla, magnificaque belli infignia; 

Et quæ ſonoro gutture horriſonum Jovis 
Tormenta fulmen æmulantur maximi, 
Valeant; — honeſtus ceſſat hinc noſter labor. 


© * Methinks, T hither hear your buſband's drum, &c.” 
| (See Coriolanus.) 


Audire tympana videor fortis viri, . 

Et cernere ipſum crine raptantem ducem 
Tullum; ferocem Volſca gens fugiunt, uti 
Urſam' furentem pavida puerorum cohors ! 
Videre videor arva calcantem pede, 

Et increpantem voce rauciſona ſuos, | 
„Ergo agite focii, quid ſubit mentes timor ? po» 


And now, Gentlemen, the ſeveral extracts that 
I have made from our author's ſeveral poetical 
productions, will, I am confident, convince the un- 
prejudiced reader of your utter inſenſibility, or vile 
hypocriſy, when you declare, you are ſorry you 


cannot, with a ſafe conſcience, confer on him the 
| 2 © laſting 


De) 
jolt + 
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laſting fame he covets as a bard; but muſt ſtill 


“leave him, as he himſelf emphatically expreſſes it, 
"F o pant with longings for a poet's name: 
“ much fearing, however, that, as a poetical ge- 
e nius is the gift of nature, not of art, theſe long- 
e ings, however fervent, will never be ſatisfied.” — 
Even out of your own mouths can I condema you. 
Have you not pronounced Mr. H's Cymbeline, 
% beautiful and correct piece of dramatic poeſy ?*? 
— Now how /uch a piece can be produced without 
the gifts of nature, as well as the helps of art, it 
will become your wiſdoms to acquaint us! _ | 
There are two Crewian orations annexed to the 
leltures, which you Reviewers make u0 mention of, 
according to your uſual mode of commendation. —I 
ſhall think it ſufficient to ſay, in reſpect of theſe, 
that had the author dwelt more upon paſt benefac- 
tors, and Jeſs upon preſent times, and /ate tranſac- 
tions, they would, probably, have been more ge- 
nerally approved. | 
Having now finiſhed my intended Review, &c. 
Gentlemen all of both juntos, I leave you as I found 
you ;—having little or no hopes, that you will 
publickly confeſs the juſtice of the charge here 
brought, and, I preſume, made good, againſt you, 
and by doing juſtice to Mr. H's reputation, as a 
writer, as critics, in this inſtance, retrieve your 
own.—lf you can fairly, fully, and unſophiſtically 
invalidate what I have alledged to the diſadvantage, 
or rather demolition, of your critical pretenſions, it 


will be well for you but remember, I proteſt be- 


fore- 
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ore hand againſt your // ence, and your forbear- 
ance, and your moderation, and every thing by which 
you may think to evade the force of theſe accuſa- 
tions; as alſo againſt all "general, and affettedly 


cool declarations Gf your **Jubmiſfion to the judę- 


* ment of the-pubitc,” or contemps of the leng ib, the 
anger, or the confidence of the preſent remarks.— 
You muſt have too much ſenſe ſure to flatter your- 
ſelves, that any thing of bis fort will, after wint 
is paſt, either ſattsfy the public, or confute me.- 


Perhaps, like"ofÞe# culprits, you will endeavour to 


find a flaw” in Ibis indifiment ! And, indeed, writing 
upon the preſet occafion, Stans pede in uno, 1 may: 


 Poffibly, like a man fighting a bully with one hand, 
have given a random blow or two. — But the public, 
which I conſider now as 4 c of equity, will over- 


rie ſuch ſubterfuges and pleas Aeschi tin ft 


1 Mr. Hs, not mine. I ſhould, Gentlemen, have 


* 


ſpecified more at large Mr. H's deres and faults. 


i8.tlieſe various productions, with the ſame readi- 


neſs with which I have pointed out an of his 


beanties and excellencies x but, as che nature of my 


undertaking obliged me to a grrern! defence of his 
writifigs againſt your purticular emteptious, theſe, as 


numerous, Or as confidereble as they may really be, 1 
doubt:nor, but upon a proper and glear repreſenta: 
tion of them, he wilt be angepuous:; enough to ac 
ae and daiſe enqugh\ro ane W 
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